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Foreword 


Two previous surveys in this series 
were also carried out by SEARCH 
for the Bureau of Justice Statistics 
and covered the years 1989 and 
1992, This year's survey, in addition 
to updating the same information 
collected in previous years, enabled 
the Justice Department to fulfill re- 
quirements of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act and the 
Child Protection Act of 1993. Based 
on the information collected in the 
survey, the Attorney General estab- 
lished timetables for each state 

to participate in the national comput- 
erized systems that will enable gun 
dealers and other authorized users 

to carry out instant background 
checks. 


Computerized versions of 
fingerprint-based "rap" sheets 


are playing increasingly important 
roles in criminal justice processing 
of offenders, including identifying 
perpetrators of crimes from latent 
fingerprints, making bail and 
pretrial release decisions, deter- 
mining which defendants are subject 
to "three strikes" laws, making 
appropriate sentencing decisions, 
and determining conditions of 
correctional supervision or release. 
Non-criminal uses of criminal 
history records include background 
checks for employment, licensing, 
security clearances, and determining 
eligibility to purchase firearms. 
Under provisions of the Child 
Protection Act, as amended by 

the Vivlent Crime Control and 

Law Enforcement Act of 1994, 
these records are also used to assure 
that unsuitable persons are not given 
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positions of trust involving children, 
the elderly, or the disabled. 


To achieve a workable and depend- 
able national system requires that 
all states nieve high levels of 
coverage, completeness, accuracy, 
and accessibility of their criminal 
record systems. The results of this 
survey provide quantitative infor- 
mation for monitoring progress 
toward these goals, and the Bureau 
of Justice Statistics hopes they will 
help in developing comprehensive 
state plans that most effectively 
achieve the goals. 


oe Mo. hash. 


Jan M. Chaiken, Ph.D. 
Director 
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Glossary of terms 


Automated Fingerprint identification System 
(AFIS): An automated system for searching 
fingerprint files and transmitting fingerprint images. 
AFIS computer equipment can scan fingerprint 
impressions (or utilize electronically transmitted 
fingerprint images) and automatically extract and 
digitize ridge details and other identifying 
characteristics in sufficient detail to enable the 
computer’s searching and matching components to 
distinguish a single fingerprint from thousands or even 
millions of fingerprints previously scanned and stored 
in digital form in the computer’s memory. The 
process eliminates the manual searching of fingerprint 
files and increases the speed and accuracy of ten-print 
processing (arrest fingerprint cards and noncriminal 
justice applicant fingerprint cards). AFIS equipment 
also can be used to identify individuals from “latent” 
(crime scene) fingerprints, even fragmentary prints of 
single fingers in son.. cases. Digital fingerprint 
images generated by AFIS equipment can be 
transmitted electronically to remote sites, eliminating 
the necessity of mailing fingerprint cards and 
providing remote access to AFIS fingerprint files. 


Central Repository: The database (or the agency 
housing the database) which maintains criminal 
history records on all State offenders. Records include 
fingerprint files and files containing identification 
segments and notations of arrests and dispositions. 
The central repository is generally responsible for 
State-level identification of arrestees, and commonly 
serves as the central control terminal for contact with 
FBI record systems. Inquiries from local agencies for a 
national record check (for criminal justice or firearm 
check purposes) are routed to the FBI via the central 
repository. Although usually housed in the 
Department of Public Safety, the central repository 
may in some States be maintained by the State Police 
or some other State agency. 


Criminal History Record Information (CHRI) 
or Criminal Histo’y Record Information 
System: A record (or the system maintaining such 
records) which includes individual identifiers and 
describes an individual’s arrests and subsequent 
dispositions. Criminal history records do not include 
intelligence or investigative data or sociological data 
such as drug use history. CHRI systems usually 
include informa... a on juveniles if they are tried as 
adults in criminal courts, but in most cases do not 
include data describing involvement of an individual in 
the juvenile justice system. All data in CHRI systems 
are usually backed by fingerprints of the record 
subjects to provide positive identification. State 
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legislation varies concerning disclosure of criminal 
history records for noncriminal justice purposes. 


Data Quality: The extent to which criminal history 
records are complete, accurate and timely. The key 
concern in data quality is the completeness of records 
and the extent to which records include dispositions as 
well as arresi and charge information. Other concerns 
include the timeliness of data reporting to State and — 
Federal repositories, the timeliness of data entry by the 
repositories and the readability of criminal history 
records. 


Felony or Serious Misdemeanor: The category 
of offenses for which fingerprints and criminal history 
information are accepted by the FBI and entered in the 
Bureau’s files, including the III system. Serious 
misdemeanor is defined to exclude certain minor 
offenses such as drunkenness or minor traffic offenses. 


interstate identification index (ill): An “index- 
pointer” system for the interstate exchange of criminal 
history records. Under III, the FBI maintains an 
identification index to persons arrested for felonies or 
serious misdemeanors under State or Federal law. The 
index includes identification information (for example, 
name, date of birth, race, sex, etc.), FBI Numbers and 
State Identification Numbers (SIDs) from each State 
holding information about an individual. Search 
inquiries from criminal justice agencies nationwide are 
transmitted automatically via State 
telecommunications networks and the FBI’s National 
Crime Information Center (NCIC) 
telecommunications lines. Searches are made on the 
basis of name and other identifiers. The process is 
entirely automated and takes approximately five 
seconds to complete. If a hit is made against the Index, 
record requests are made using SIDs or FBI Numbers 
and data are automatically retrieved om each 
repository holding records on the individual and 
forwarded to the requesting agency. At present, 25 
States participate in ITI and the system operates for 
criminal justice inquiries only. Responses are provided 
from FBI files where the State originating the record is 
not a participant in III. Perticipation requires that the 
State maintain an automated criminal history record 
system capable of interfacing with the III system and 
capable of responding automatically to all interstate 
and Federal/State record requests. If extended to cover 
noncriminal justice inquiries, as planned, the III 
system would eliminate the need for duplicate 
recordkeeping at the Federal and State level since it 
would no ionger be necessary for the FBI to maintain 
records on State offenders. At present, III ensures 
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higher quality criminal justice responses because, in 
most cases, reply data are supplied directly by the 
State from which the record originates. 


interstate Identification Index (itl) Compact: 
An interstate and Federal/State compact designed to 
facilitate the exchange of criminal history data among 
States for noncriminal justice purposes and to 
eliminate the need for the FBI to maintain duplicate 
data about State offenders. Under the compact, the 
operation of this system would be overseen by a 
policymaking council comprised of representatives of 
the Federal and State governments, as well as system 
users. The key concept underlying the compact is 
agreement among all States that all criminal history 
information (except sealed records) will be provided in 
response to noncriminal justice requests from another 
State — regardless of whether the information being 
requested would be permitted to be disseminated for a 
similar noncriminal justice purpose within the State 
holding the data. (That is, the law of the State which 
is inquiring about the data — rather than the law of 
the State which originated the data — governs its use.) 
In some cases, ratification of the compact will have 
the effect of amending existing State legislation 
governing interstate record dissemination, since most 
States do not currently authorize dissemination to all 
of the Federal agencies and out-of-state users 
authorized under the compact. At present, noncriminal 
justice inquiries are handled by the FBI from its files 
of voluntarily contributed State arrest and disposition 
records. This requires that the FBI maintain duplicates 
of State records and generally results in less complete 
records being provided, since FBI files of State records 
are not always complete due to reporting deficiencies. 
The FBI cannot abandon the duplicate records without 
a formal compact, however, since subsequent failure of 
a State to continue participation after cessation of the 
FBI’s State offender files would jeopardize future 
noncriminal justice services to the Federal and State 
agencies that now rely on those files. The compact has 
been approved by the U.S. Attorney General and it is 
expected that it will be considered by the U.S. 
Congress in 1993 or 1994. After Congressional 
approval, the compact will be submitted for 
ratification by State legislatures. 


Juvenile Justice Records: Official records of 
juvenile justice adjudications. Most adult criminal 
history record systems do not accept such records, 
which are frequently not supported by fingerprints and 
which usually are confidential under State law. 
Pursuant to an order dated July 15, 1992, the FBI now 
accepts, and will disseminate, juvenile records on the 
same basis as adult records. States are not required to 
submit such records to the FBI, however. 
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Master Name Index (MNi} A subject 
identification index maintained by criminal record 
repositories that includes names and other identifiers 
for all persons about whom a record is held in the 
systems. As of 1992, almost all State MNIs were 
automated and included almost 100 percent of record 
subjects in the repositories. The automated name index 
is the key to rapidly identifying persons who have 
Criminal records for such purposes as presale firearm 
checks, crirninal investigation: or bailsetting. MNIs 
may include “felony flags,” which indicate whether 
record subjects have arrests or convictions for felony 
offenses. 


National Crime Information Center (NCIC): 
An automated database of criminal justice and justice- 
related records maintained by the FBI. The database 
includes the “hot files” of wanted and missing persons, 
stolen vehicles and identifiable stolen property, 
including firearms. Access to NCIC files is through 
central control terminal operators in each Siate that are 
connected to NCIC via dedicated telecommunications 
lines maintained by the FBI. Local agencies and 
officers on the beat can access the State control 
terminal via the State law enforcement network. 
Inquiries are based on name and other nonfingerprini: 
identification. Most criminal history inquiries of the 
III system are made via the NCIC telecommunications 
system. NCIC data may be provided only for criminal 
justice and other specifically authorized purposes. For 
Criminal history searches, this includes criminal 
justice employment, employment by Federally 
chartered or insured banking institutions or securities 
firms, and use by State and local governments for 
purposes of employment and licensing pursuant to a 
State statute approved by the U.S. Attorney General. 
Inquiries regarding presale firearm checks are included 
as Criminal justice uses. 


Positive Identification: Identification of an 
individual using biometric characteristics which are 
unique and not subject to alteration. Basically, in 
present usage, the term refers .0 identification by 
fingerprints but it may also include identification by 
retinal images, voiceprints or other techniques. 
Positive identification is to be distinguished from 
identification using name, sex, date of birth, etc., as 
shown on a document subject to alteration or 
counterfeit such as a birth certificate, social security 
card or drivers license. Because individuals can have 
identical or similar names, ages, etc., identifications 
based on such characteristics are not reliable. 
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Note to Readers: This is a 
report of the results of the 
Brady Act/Child Protection 
Act Survey of State Criminal 
History Information Systems. 
In some of the tables that 
follow, data from earlier data 
quality surveys is included. 
Caution should be used in 
drawing comparisons between 
the results of earlier surveys 
and the survey reported here. 
Since the last national data 
quality survey, the U.S. Justice 
Department has continued to 
implement assistance 
programs dedicated to 
improving criminal history 
records. As a result, States are 
continuing to focus new or 
additional resources on the 
condition of their records and 
in many cases, simply know 
more about their records today 
than in the past. A number of 
State repositories have also 
suffered fiscal cutbacks and 
have had to shift priorities 
away from certain criminal 
history information 
management tasks. For these 
and other reasons, 
comparisons between the data 
sets may not be as accurate a 
reflection of the Nation's 
criminal history records as the 
current data standing alone. 


In addition, with the exception 
of Table 24, the survey 
responses are as of December 
31, 1993. The effective date 
of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act was 
February 28, 1994; therefore, 
the responses reported here do 
not reflect changes in policies 
or practices that may have 
been implemented in 1994 
pursuant to the Brady Act. 


Introduction 


This report is based upon the 
results from a survey conducted 
of the administrators of the State 
criminal history record 
repositories in March 1994. 
Fifty-six jurisdictions were 
surveyed, including the 50 States, 
American Samoa, the District of 
Columbia, Guam, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific 
(Republic of Palau) and the U.S. 
Virgin Islands. Responses were 
received from all 56 jurisdictions. 
Throughout this report, the 50 
states will be referred to as 
“States”; American Samoa, the 
District of Columbia, Guam, 
Puerto Rico, the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands will be referred to as 
“territories”. “Nation” refers 
collectively to both the states and 
territories. 


In addition, the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation provided 
information relating to the 
number of fingerprint cards and 
dispositions received by the FBI 
during 1993 and the number of 
criminal history records of the 
States participating in the 
Interstate Identification Index 
system that are maintained by the 
State criminal history repositories 
and the number of records 
maintained by the FBI for the 
States. Additional information 
was obtained from the 
Department of Justice relating to 
the timetables that were 
established by the Attorney 
General to comply with the 
mandates of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act. (See 
discussion in "Methodology" 
section, infra. ) 
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Major Findings 


Level of automation of master 
name indexes and criminal 
history files 


Overview of State cri: inal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table 1): 


* Forty-eight States, the District 
of Columbia and Puerto Rico 
have automated at least some 
records in either the criminal 
history record file or the master 
name index. 


¢ Nineteen States (Alabama, 
Colorado, Florida, Georgia, 
Hawaii, Indiana, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Hampshire, Oregon, Rhode 
Island, Texas, Utah, Washingtcn 
and Wyoming) and Puerto Rico 
have fully automated criminal 
history files and master name 
indexes. 


¢ Forty-three States and Puerto 
Rico have fully automated master 
name indexes. The Trust 
Territory of the Pacific and the 
Virgin Islands do not maintain 
master name indexes. Guam 
does not currently maintain a 
central criminal records 


repository. 


¢ Four states (Maine, New 
Mexico, Vermont and West 
Virginia) and four territories 
(American Samoa, Guam, the 
Trust Territory of the Pacific and 
the Virgin Islands) have no 
automated criminal history files. 
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¢ Four territories (American 
Samoa, Guam, the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands) maintain totally manual 
criminal history information. 


Automation of master name index 
and criminal history file, 1993 
(Table 4): 


° Of those States maintaining 
partially automated criminal 
history files, when an offender 
with a prior manual record is 
arrested, the prior manual record 
is subsequently automated in 22 
States. In the District of 
Columbia, only the new 
information is automated. In 
Alabama and Kansas, the prior 
manual record is automated only 
if it complies with a cut-off date. 


Level of disposition reporting 


Overview of St..se criminal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table 1): 


¢ Sixteen States (Alabama, 
Alaska, Iowa, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Montana, New Jersey, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Rhode 
Island, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Utah, Vermont and 
Wyoming) representing 
approximately 19% of the 
Nation’s population (based on 56 
jurisdictions) and 20% of the 
Nation’s criminal history records. 
report that 80% or more arrests 
within the past five years in the 
criminal history database have 
final dispositions recorded. 


¢ A total of 21 States 
representing approximately 29% 
of the Nation’s population and 
32% of the Nation’s criminal 
history records, report that 70% 
or more arrests within the fist 
five years in the criminal history 
database have final dispositions 
recorded. 
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° A total of 26 States and Puerto 
Rico, representing approximately 
41% of the Nation’s population 
and 40% of the Nation’s criminal 
history records, report that 60% 
or more arrests within the past 
five years in the criminal history 
database have final dispositions 
recorded. 


¢ Overall, the figures are lower 
when arrests older than five years 
are considered. Ten States and 
Puerto Rico report that 80% or 
more arrests in the entire criminal 
history database have final 
dispositions recorded. Eighteen 
States and Puerto Rico report that 
70% or more arrests in the entire 
criminal history database have 
final dispositions recorded. 
Twenty-two States and Puerto 
Rico report that 60% or more 
arrests in the entire criminal 
history database have final 
dispositions recorded. 


Number of final dispositions 
reported to State criminal history 
repository, 1993 (Table 3): 


Thirty-six states, the District of 
Columbia and Puerto Rico 
provided data on the number of 
final dispositions reported to their 
criminal history repositories 
indicating that over 4.85 million 
final dispositions were reported 
in 1993. The responding 
jurisdictions represent 
approximately 72% of the 
Nation’s population. 


Level of felony flagging 


Overview of State criminal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table 1): 


¢ Thirty-seven States and Puerto 
Rico currently flag some or all 
felony convictions in their 
criminal history databases. 


¢ Twenty-four States collect 
sufficient data which would 
permit them to flag at least some 
previously unflagged felony 
convictions. 


Timeliness of trial court 
disposition data 


Average number of days to 
process disposition data 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
13): 


¢ The average number of days 
between the final court 
dispositions and receipt of that 
information by the State criminal 
history repositories is 39, ranging 
from less than one day in New 
York io 158 days in Indiana. The 
majority of jurisdictions receive 
the data between 20 and 60 days. 


¢ The average number of days 
between receipt of final trial court 
dispositions and entry of 
disposition data into the criminal 
history databases is 41, ranging 
from 0 in States where 
dispositions are entered either 
directly by the courts or by tape 
to 540 in West Virginia. The 
majority of States enter the data 
in 10 days or less. 


¢ Twenty-eight States and Puerto 
Rico indicate that they have 
backlogs in entering disposition 
data into the criminal history 
database. 
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Participation in the Interstate 
Identification Index (ITI) 


State participation in the 
Interstate Identification Index 
(III), 1993 (Table 26): 


¢ As of December 31, 1993, 29 
Siates (Alaska, California, 
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, 


Michigi.:, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Montana, Nevada, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, Pennsyivania, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Texas, 
Utah, Virginia, Washington and 
Wyoming) reported that they 
currently participate (contribute 
arrest information to be used in 
the Index) in the Interstate 


Identification Index (III). The 
remaining 2i States, American 
Samoa, the Distrizt of Columbia, 
Guam, Puerto Rico, the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific and the 


Virgin Islands did not participate. 


The 29 States include the 12 


largest States in the Nation and as 


a whole account for 74% of the 
Nition’s popu'ation. 


60 


0 
1989 


"Interstate Identification Index 


Criminal history records maintained by States and the FBI 


Source: BJS, Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993, and FBI data 
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potential firearm 
1993 (Table 21): 
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Presale record checks on 
potential firearm purchasers 


Procedures for presale criminal 
history record checks on 
purchasers, 


* Twenty-two 
(California, Connecticut, 


Delaware, Florida, Hawaii, Idaho, 


Illinois, Indiana, lowa, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Missouri, Nebraska, New Jersey, 
New York, Oregon, Tennessee, 
Utah, the Virgin Islands, Virginia 
and Wisconsin) conducted 
.ecords checks of their State 
criminal history repository in 
connection with the sale of 
firearms prior to the effective 
date of the Brady Handgun 
Violence Prevention Act (Public 
Law 103-159, November 30, 
1993; effective February 28, 
1994). In addition, since Guam 
does not currently maintain a 
central criminal history records 
repository, checks conducted 
there consisted of fingerprints 
being submitted to the proper 
authority for a records checks 
through the FBI. Colorado began 
an instant check system in 1994. 
All 24 of these jurisdictions have 
been approved by the Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, 
U.S. Treasury Department as 
having laws that qualify as 
alternatives to the five-day 
waiting period requirement of the 
Brady Act (59 Federal Register 
140, p. 37534, July 22, 1994). 


* Ten States, Guam and the 
Virgin Islands required criminal 
history records checks on 
purchasers for all firearms. Eight 
States required checks for 


number of days required ranges 


purchasers are required to wait 
until both State and Federal 
fingerprint checks can be 
completed. In New York, a 
period of up to six months is 
permitted. In Guam, at least 30 
days are required and up to 60 
days are permitted. 


* The number of presale checks 
for firearms conducted by 
jurisdictions in 1993 ranged from 
160 in the Virgin Islands to 
642,200 in California. 


* Twenty States and the Virgin 
Islands checked their own State 
criminal history repository 
records. Other databases checked 
include the National Crime 
Information Center (NCIC) 
records (16 States and the Virgin 
Islands); the Interstate 
Identification Index (18 
jurisdictions); FBI-Criminal 
Justice Information Services 
records (3 States and Guam); 
State mental health records (5 
States); civil restraining order 
files (7 States); probation status 
and/or conditions of probation 
(10 States); parole status and/or 
conditions (9 States); pretrial 
release and/or conditions (7 
States); and Immigration and 
Naturalization Service records (1 
State). In addition, four States 


the individual is not wanted in the 
State of Illinois; Maryland also 
and Utah checks the statewide 
warrant database. 
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Search methods used in 
conducting record checks on 


poteniial firearms purchasers, 


1993 (Table 21): 


* Four States and Guam require 
fingerprint checks under some 
circumstances. Guam and New 
York use fingerprints for all 
c.ecks. In New Jersey, all 
applicants must submit 


Hawaii, fingerprint checks are not 
used to deny the initial purchase, 
but may be used to retrieve 
firearms sold to ineligible 


persons. 


Additional findings 


Status of State criminal history 
files 


Overview of State criminal 
history record systems, 1993 
(Table 1): 


* Forty-six States and three 
Territories have master name 
indexes which contain names of 
all record subjects in the criminal 
history file. The Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands do not currently maintain 
a master name index. 


Number of subjects (individual 
offenders) in State criminal 
history file, 1993 (Table 2): 


¢ Over 47.8 million criminal 
history records were in the 
criminal history files of the State 
criminal history repositories on 
December 31, 1993 (individual 
offenders may have records in 
several states). 


Columbia, Guam, the Trust 
Territory of the Pacific and the 
Virgin Islands) have fewer than 
30% automated criminal history 
files. 


Automation of master name index 
and criminal history file, 1993 
(Table 4): 


* The 50 States and two 
territories have automated at least 
some records in either the 
criminal history record file or the 
master name index. In two of 
West Virginia, a portion of the 
master name index has been 
automated, but was currently not 
available for use. 


* Four territories, American 
Samoa, Guam, the Trust Territory 
of the Pacific and the Virgin 
Islands have no automated 
criminal history information, 
either a master name index or 
criminal history files. 


* Forty-three States and Puerto 
Rico have fully automated master 
name indexes. Twelve 


jurisdictions do not have fully 
automated master name indexes. 
Of those twelve jurisdictions, 
seven States and the District of 
Columbia have partially 
automated master name indexes. 
The Trust Territory of the Pacific 
and the Virgin Islands do not 
maintain master name indexes. 


Page 6 Introduction 


* Of those jurisdictions 
maintaining partially automated 
criminal history files, when an 
offender with a prior manual 
record is arrested, the prior 
manual record is subsequently 
automated in 22 States. In the 
District of Columbia, only the 


manual record is automated only 
if it complies with a cut-off date. 


Data required by State law to be 
submitted 1» State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
5): 


* Thirty-one States and the 
District of Columbia require 
prosecutors to report to State 
Criminal history repositories their 
decisions to decline prosecution 
in criminal cases. In Michigan, 
arrest fingerprints are submitted 
after the prosecutor's decision to 
charge a crime punishable by 
over 92 days. 


* Forty-three States and the 
District of Columbia require 
felony trial courts to report the 
dispositions of felony cases to the 
State criminal history repository. 
In North Dakota, the reports are 
made by the prosecutors’ offices 
in lieu of the courts. 


¢ State prison admission on 
felony cases must be reported to 
the State criminal history 
repository in 38 States and three 
territories. State prison release 
information on felony cases must 
be reported to the State criminal 


history repository in 35 States 
and three territories. 


* Admission data on felons 
housed in local correctional 
favilities must be reported to the 
State criminal history repository 
in 25 States. Release data on 
felons housed in local 
correctional facilities must be 
reported to the State criminal 


history repository in 17 States. 


* The reporting of probation 
information is mandated in 30 
States, the District of Columbia 
and Puerto Rico while 33 States, 
the District of Columbia and 
Puerto Rico require the reporting 
of parole information. 


Arrest records with fingerprints, 
1993 (Table 6): 
* During 1993, over 6.4 million 


* Thirty-seven States and the 


representing 81% of the nation’s 
population, have records that are 
100% fingerprint-supported. In 
12 States and two territories, less 
than 100% of the arrests in the 


Guam, Kentucky, the Trust 
Virgin Islands, the inquiry 
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Notice to State criminal history 
repository of release of arrested 


persons without charging, 1993 
(Table 7): 


* More than half of the 
jurisdictions (34 States and the 
District of Columbia) require law 
enforcement agencies to notify 
the State criminal history 
repository when an arrested 
person is released without formal 
charging but after the fingerprints 
have been submitted to the 
repository. In Michigan and 
North Carolina, police must 
release or charge a suspect prior 
to sending fingerprints to the 
State criminal history repository. 


¢ Little information was reported 
on the percent of fingerprint 
submissions for which the 
repository is notified that the 
arrestee has not been charged. 
What information is available 
indicated a significant variance 
throughout the States ranging 
from as low as less than 1% in 
Alabama to as high as 100% in 
the District of Columbia. 


Disposition data 


Completeness of prosecutor and 
court disposition reporting to 
State criminal history 
repository, 1993 (Table 8): 


and Virginia) report that final 
felony trial court dispositions in 
80% or more of the cases in their 
States are received by the State 
criminal history repositories. 
Five of those States (Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Oregon, Rhode 
Island and South Carolina) 
estimate that they receive notice 
in 100% of the cases. 


* A total of 23 States, or six 
additional States (Delaware, 
Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, 
Nebraska and Washington) report 
that final felony trial court 
dispositions in 70% or more of 
the cases in their States are 
received by the State criminal 
history repositories. 


* A total of 27 States, or four 
additional States (Colorado, 
Kentucky, Oklahoma and 
Pennsylvania), report that final 
felony trial court dispositions in 
60% or more of the cases in their 
States are received by the State 


criminal history repositories. 


* A total of 31 States, or four 
additional States (Arkansas, New 
York, Texas and Wisconsin), 
report that final felony trial court 
dispositions in 50% or more of 
the cases in their States are 
received by the State criminal 
history repositories. Florida 
receives 30-50% of the cases. 
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receive notice in 80% or more of 
such cases. Only Massachusetts 
estimates that notice is received 
in 100% of the cases. 


* Only eight States were able to 
estimate the number of 
prosecutor declinations received. 
The numbers ranged from 2,800 
in Minnesota to 10,600 in Illinois. 


Policies/practices of Stute 
criminal history repository 
regarding modification of felony 
convictions, 1993 (Table 9): 


¢ Expungements: Twenty States 
and three territories have siatutes 
that provide for the expungement 
of felony convictions. In six 
States and Puerto Rico, the record 
is destroyed by the State criminal 
history repository. In Maryland, 
the record is retained for two 
years, then destroyed. In 
Washington, the record is either 
destroyed or returned to the 
submitting agency. In 10 States 
and the Virgin Islands, the record 
is retained with the action noted 
on the record. Vermont returns 
the record to the court; Utah seals 
the record; Ohio returns the 
record to the submitting agency; 
the District of Columbia removes 
the information from the criminal 
history record and forwards all 
supporting documentation to the 
U.S. Attomey's Office; Rhode 
Island maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
circumstances, and Tennessee 
forwards the information to the 
FBI. In Massachusetts, the 
record is retained with the action 
noted and sealed. 


* Setting aside of convictions: 
Forty States and two territories 
have statutes which provide for 
setting aside felony convictions. 
In two States, the record is 
destroyed. In 30 States and 
Puerto Rico, the record is 
retained with the action noted 
only. Vermont retums the record 
to the court; in Oregon, the record 
is sealed; in Minnesota, the 
record is retained with the action 
noted and also sealed; the District 
of Columbia removes the 
information from the criminal 
history record and forwards all 
supporting documentation to the 
U.S. Attorney’s Office; Rhode 
Island maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
inaccessible except under limited 
circumstances; and in New York, 
the fingerprints are destroyed, but 
the text is retained. 


* Pardons: Almost ail of the 
jurisdictions (50 States and five 
territories) have statutes that 
provide for the granting of a 
pardon. In 38 States and three 


noted. In three States (Arizona, 
Connecticut and South Dakota), 
the record is destroyed. In 
Maryland, the record is retained 
for two years, then destroyed. In 
Utah, the record is sealed. 
Vermont returns the record to the 
Governor’s Office. In Colorado, 
the information is removed from 
the file; the District of Columbia 
removes the information from the 


Attorney's Office; Rhode Island 
maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
inaccessible except under limited 
circumstances. In Tennessee, 
although the State law provides 
for perdons, none have been 
received by the repository. 
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* Restoration of civil rights: 
Forty-four Staies and four 
territories have legal provisions 
for the restoration of a convicted 
felon's civil rights. In the 
majority of those jurisdictions (34 
States and two territories), the 
record is retained with the action 
noted. In two States (Arizona 
and South Dakota), the record is 
destroyed. In Maryland, the 
record is retained for two years, 
then destroyed. In Utah, the 
record is sealed; the District of 
Columbia removes the 
information from the criminal 
history record and forwards all 
supporting documentation to the 
U.S. Attomey’s Office; Rhode 
Island maintains the records in a 
separate area and considers them 
inaccessible except under limited 
circumstances. In Tennessee, 
although the State law provides 
for restoration of civil rights, 
none have been received by the 
repository. 


Correctional data 


Fingerprinting of incarcerated 
offenders and linkage to records 


maintained by State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
10): 


¢ In 35 States and the District of 
Columbia, there is a legal 
requirement (State statute or State 
administrative regulation having 
the force of law) that the State 
prison system must fingerpr.at 
admitted prisoners and send the 
fingerprints to the State criminal 
history repository. 


* About half of the jurisdictions, 
a total of 24 States and the 
District of Columbia, have the 
same legal requirement for 
reporting by local jails. 


* In the 41 jurisdictions where 
State correctional facilities are 
legally required to report 
information or the information is 
reported voluntarily, the majority 
of jurisdictions (35 States) 
estimate that in at least 90% of 
the cases, admission information 
is reported to the State repository. 
Twenty-eight of those States 
estimate that 100% of the 
admissions are reported to the 
repository. Six States estimate a 
reporting rate of less than 90%, 
ranging from 86% in Indiana to 
less than 5% in New York where 
correctional information is 
updated on-line and fingerprints 
are requested only when an on- 
line match cannot be made. 


* For reporting from local jails 
where required by law or 
completed voluntarily, five States 
report that 90% or more of the 
admissions are reported to the 
State repositories. Five States 
report rates of 50-70%, and an 
additional four States report rates 
of less than 50%. 


¢ In 42 States and the District of 
Columbia, fingerprints received 
from State and local correctional 
facilities are processed by the 
State criminal history record 
repository to establish positive 
identification of incarcerated 
offenders and to ensure that 
correctional information is linked 
to the proper records. 


Probation and parole data in 
State criminal history repository, 
1993 (Table 11): 


¢ Of the 35 States where 
reporting of probation data is 
legally required or voluntarily 
reported, six estimate that 100% 
of the cases in which probation is 
ordered are reported to the State 
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criminal history repository. An 
additional five States report that 
in at least 50% of the cases, the 


Seven States and two territories 
report that information is 
received in less than 50% of the 
cases, 


¢ Eleven States where reporting 
of parole data is legally required 
or voluntarily reported, estimate 
that parole information is 
reported in 100% of the cases. In 
additional four States, parole 
information is reported in 80% or 
more of the cases. Five States 
and Puerto Rico report receiving 
parole information in less than 
20% of the cases. 


Timeliness of data in State 
criminal history repository 


_ repository, 1993 (Table 
): 


¢ The average number of days 
between arrest and receipt of 
arrest data and fingerprints by the 
State criminal history repositories 
is 15, ranging from less than one 
day in the District of Columbia 
(where the Metropolitan Police 
Department is both the repository 
and the arresting agency) up to 
between 14 to 90 days in Oregon. 
The majority receive the data in 
15 days or less. 


¢ The average number of days 
between receipt of fingerprints by 
tte State criminal history 
repository and entry into the 
master name index by the State 
criminal history repositories is 
22, ranging from 0 to one day in 
North Dakota to 180 days in 
Mississippi. The majority of 
jurisdictions enter the data in 10 
days or less. 


* The average number of days 
between receipt of 

and entry of arrest data into the 
criminal history databases is 26, 
ranging from less than one day in 
Delaware, the District of 
Columbia and North Dakota to 
180 days in Mississippi. The 
majority of jurisdictions enter the 
data in 10 days ox less. 


¢ Thirty States and three 
territories indicate that they have 
backlogs in entering arrest data 
into the criminal history database. 
The number of person-days to 
clear the backlogs range from two 
days in Alaska to clear an 
estimated 400 unprocessed or 
partially processed fingerprint 
cards to 10,858 person-days to 
clear an estimated 262,000 
unprocessed or partially 
processed fingerprint cards in 
California. 


—Disposition data 


Average number of days to 
process disposition data 
submitted to State criminal 
history repository and current 
status of backlog, 1993 (Table 
13): 


¢ The average number of days 
between the occurrence of a final 
felony court disposition and 
receipt of the disposition data by 
the State criminal history 
repositories is 39, ranging from 
less than one day in Delaware 
and the large, urban courts in 
New York up to between 120 to 
190 days in Kentucky. The 
majority receive the data in 30 
days or less. 
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* The average number of days 
between receipt of disposition 
date by the State criminal history 


State criminal history repositories 
is 41, ranging from 0 in Maryland 
and Massachusetts to 540 days in 
West Virginia. The majority of 

jurisdictions enter the data in 30 

days or less. 


* Twenty-eight States and Puerto 
Rico indicate that they have 
backlogs in entering disposition 
data into the criminal history 
database. The number of person- 
days to clear the backlogs range 
from seven days in Iowa and 
Kentucky to 3,125 person-days to 
clear an estimated 777,000 
unprocessed or partially 
processed disposition forms in 
California. 


-—Admission to correctional 
facilities 


Average number of days to 
process correctional admission 
data submitted to State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
14): 


* The average number of days 
between the admission of 
offenders to State correctional 
facilities and receipt of the 
information by the State criminal 
history repository is 22, ranging 
from less than one day in 
Delaware to between 90-100 days 
in Louisiana. Most States receive 
the information in 30 days or less. 


¢ The average number of days 
between the admission of 
offenders to local jails and receipt 
of the information by the State 
criminal history repository is 17, 
ranging from five days in 

i North Carolina and 
South Carolina to between 42-56 
days in Virginia. All 
jurisdictions, except Virginia, 
receive the information in 30 
days or less. 
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* The average number of days 
between receipt of correctional 
admissions information by the 
State criminal history repository 
and entry into the criminal history 
databases is 21, ranging from less 
than one day in Delaware to 
approximately 200 days in 
California. All but three 
jurisdictions enter the information 
in 30 days or less. 


* Twenty-one States indicate that 
they have backlogs in entering 
the correctional information into 
the criminal history databases. 
The number of person-days to 
clear the backlogs range from two 
in Pennsylvania to clear an 
estimated 700 unprocessed or 
partially processed custody - 
supervision forms to 7,863 
person-days to clear an estimated 
188,000 unprocessed or partially 
processed custody-supervision 
forms in California. 


Procedures to improve data 
quality 


Procedures employed by State 
criminal history repository to 
encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting, 1993 
(Table 15): 


* Nineteen States and two 
territories generate lists of arrests 
with missing dispositions as a 
means of monitoring disposition 
reporting. 

* Thirty-two States and two 
territories report using field visits 
to encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting. 


* Thirty-two States and 
American Samoa generate form 
letters as a method of 
encouraging complete arrest and 
disposition reporting. 
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¢ The method most used to 
encourage complete arrest and 
disposition reporting is telephone 
calls conducted by 39 States and 
four territories. 


* Other jurisdictions report using 
training, audits, special projects, 
electronic contact, pursuing 
legislative and administrative 
changes, and returning the 
information to the submitting 
agency as methods to encourage 
complete arrest and disposition 
reporting. 


Linking of arrests and 
dispositions 


Methods used to link disposition 
information to arrest/charge 
information on criminal history 
record, 1993 (Table 16): 


* Thirty-four States and the 
District of Columbia utilize 
methods for linking disposition 
information and arrest/charge 
information which also permit the 
linking of dispositions to 
particular charges and/or specific 
counts. 


* All jurisdictions but two 
(Guam, the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific) report using at least one 
of the following methods for 
linking disposition information 
and arrest/charge information on 
criminal history records, and 
nearly every jurisdiction indicates 
their use of multiple mechanisms 
to ensure linkage. The figures 
presented below, consequently, 
greatly exceed the total number 
of jurisdictions responding to this 
survey. 


~ Thirty-three States and three 
territories employ a unique 
tracking number for the 
individual subject. 
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— Thirty-six States and three 
territories use a unique arrest 
event identifier to link disposition 
and arrest/charge information on 
State criminal history records. 


— Twenty-three States and three 
territories utilize a unique charge 
identifier in linking disposition 
and arrest/charge information. 


~ Thirty-eight States and two 
territories use the arrest date, 
while 39 States and four 
territories use the subject’s name 
as a method to link disposition 
information with arrest/charge 
information. 


~ er ee 


— Thirty States and four territories 
report using the subject’s name 
and the reporting agency’s case 
number as the mechanism to link 
disposition information and 
arrest/charge information. 


— Individual jurisdictions also 
report using methods such as the 
court case number, the Criminal 
Justice Information System case 
number, unique constructs of 
numbers and fingerprint 
verification. 


a 


Procedures followed when 
linkage cannot be made between 
court or correctional information 
and arrest information in the 
criminal history database, 1993 
(Table 17): 


* Forty-six States and four 
territories report that they 
sometimes receive final court 
dispositions that cannot be linked 
to arrest information in the 
Criminal history record database. 
The jurisdictions vary 
considerably in the percentage of 
court dispositions that cannot be 
linked to arrest cycles in the 
criminal history database, ranging 
from less than 1% in Nevada to 
99% in Colorado. Three States 
(Massachusetts, Ohio and 
Wyoming) and the District of 
Columbia report that all final 
court dispositions can be linked 
to the arrest cycle in the criminal 
history database. 


* Thirty-eight States and two 
territories report that they 
sometimes receive correctional 
information that cannot be linked 
to arrest information in the 
Criminal history record database. 
The percentage of correctional 
dispositions that cannot be linked 
to arrest cycles in the criminal 
history database range from 1% 
in Colorado and South Dakota to 
100% in California. Ten States 
and two territories report that all 
correctional dispositions can be 
linked to the arrest cycle in the 
Criminal history database. 


* The jurisdictions use a variety 
of procedures when a linkage 
cannot be established. Eleven 
States create “’ummy” arrest 
segments fror. court disposition 
records; six States create 
“dummy” court segments from 
custody records; nine States and 
Puerto Rico enter court 
information into the database 
without any linkage to a prior 
arrest; 16 States and Puerto Rico 
enter custody information into the 
database without any linkage to a 
prior court disposition; 23 States 
and the Virgin Islands do not 
enter the unlinked court 
information; seven jurisdictions 
do not enter unlinked custody 
information; and 14 States and 
American Samoa utilize other 
procedures, such as contacting or 
returning the information to the 
originating or contributing 
agency or using temporary or 
pending files until a match can be 
established. 


Other data quality procedures 


Strategies employed by State 
criminal history repository to 
ensure accuracy of data in 
criminal history database, 1993 
(Table 18): 


* In order to prevent the entry 
and storage of inaccurate data and 
to detect and correct inaccurate 
entries in the criminal history 
database, a large majority of the 
jurisdictions, a total of 47 States 
and three territories complete a 
manual review of incoming 
source documents or reports. 


¢ Other methods used most 
frequently include computer edit 
and verification programs 
employed by 43 States and two 
territories; and manual review of 
transcripts before dissemination 
performed in 25 States and 
American Samoa. 
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¢ Manual double-checking before 
data entry is completed in 22 
States and American Samoa. 


¢ Nineteen States the District of 
Columbia perform random 
sample comparisons of the State 


criminal history repository files 
with stored documents. 


* Eleven States and the District 
of Columbia generate error lists 
which are returned to the 


reporting agencies. 


¢ Fifteen jurisdictions use 
various methods, such as periodic 
audits of reporting agencies or of 
the repository and comparison of 
data in the criminal history 
database to fingerprint 
information. 


Audits 


Audit activities of State criminal 
history repository, 1993 (Table 
19): 


* Forty-five States and two 
territories maintain transaction 
logs to provide an audit trail of all 
inquiries, responses and record 
updates or modifications. 


¢ Less than half of the 
repositories, a total of 22 States 
and the District of Columbia, 
report that the State criminal 
history repository or some other 
agency performed random sample 
audits of user agencies to ensure 
accuracy and completeness of 
repository records and to ensure 
that the agencies comply with 
applicable laws and regulations. 
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Data quality audits of State 
criminai history repository, 1993 
(Table 20): 


¢ During the past five years, an 
audit of the State criminal history 
repository’s database (other than 
ongoing systematic sampling) has 
been conducted in 33 States and 
two territories to determine the 
level of accuracy and 
completeness of the criminal 
history file. 


¢ Of the jurisdictions where 
audits have been performe J, in 27 
States and the District of 
Columbia, another agency 
conducted the audit; in five States 
and Puerto Rico the repository 
conducted its own audit; and in 
one jurisdiction the audit was 
conducted with a combination of 
an outside agency and the 


repository. 


* In 30 of the jurisdictions (29 
States and the District of 
Columbia) where audits were 
conducted, changes were made as 
a result of the audit to improve 
data quality of the records. In 
three jurisdictions, changes were 
underway prior to the audit or are 
currently in the planning stage. 


¢ Twenty-seven States and three 
territories have data quality audits 
planned or scheduled for the next 
three years. 


¢ Forty-five States and five 
territories have initiatives 
underway at the repository or 
contributing agencies to improve 
data quality. initiatives include 
audit activities (28); automation 
changes (38); disposition or arrest 
reporting enhancements (37); 
felony flagging (23); fingerprint 
enhancements (32); agency 
interfaces (34); legislation (19); 
plan development (27); 
establishment of task 
forces/advisory groups (24); 
implementation or improvement 
of tracking numbers (23); and 
training (38). 
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Presale criminal history record 
checks on potential firearms 
purchasers 


Purchasers determined to be 
ineligible to purchase firearms in 
alternative States, 1993 (Table 
22): 


¢ Of the jurisdictions reporting 
the total number of purchasers 
determined to be ineligible, the 
denials ranged from 7,540 in 
Florida to 11 in the Virgin 
Islands. 


¢ The factor resulting in denial 
most frequently was a 
disqualifying conviction. This 
accounted for 7,200 of the denials 
in Florida. Other reasons for 
denials were: under indictment 
for a disqualifying crime; fugitive 
from justice; unlawful user of or 
addicted to controlled substances; 
adjudicated mental defective or 
committed to a mental institution; 
illegal alien; under age; invalid 
permit; non-resident; firearms 
that were being purchased were 
stolen; dishonorable discharge 
from the armed services; and 
exceeded the lawful handgun 
limits. 


¢ About one-third of the 
jurisdictions took some form of 
action against the individual at 
the State level. Other 
jurisdictions may have taken 
action at the local level. Types of 
action included seeking issuance 
of a warrant; providing 
information to State or local 
prosecutors or law enforcement 
authorities; providing information 
to Federal prosecutors or law 
enforcement authorities; and 
providing the information to 
Other requesting criminal justice 
agencies. 


Costs of implementing and 
operating programs for presale 
criminal history record checks on 
potential firearm purchasers, 
1993 (Table 24): 


¢ Of the jurisdictions conducting 
presale records checks in 1993 
that were able to specifically 
quantify start-up costs of their 
programs, the costs ranged from 
$200 expended in South Dakota 
for training to $7,500,000 in 
California. 


¢ Programs that are not fee- 
supported or that the fees do not 
totally support the program are 
generally supplemented by the 
operating budgets or general 
funds of the jurisdiction. 


Search methods used in 
conducting criminal history 
checks on potential firearm 
purchasers, 1993 (Table 25): 


¢ Almost all jurisdictions have 
minimum data elements which 
must be submitted to conduct the 
records search. Nineteen States 
and Guam conduct records 
checks on firearms purchasers 
based on name and date of birth 
or name only. Eight States 
conduct searches based on name, 
sex and date of birth. Eleven 
jurisdictions augment name, sex 
and date of birth information with 
race. Eight additional 
jurisdictions (seven States and the 
District of Columbia) require 
some combination of name and 
date of birth with race, sex, 
Social Security Number, driver’s 
license number, originating 
agency number, or password. 
Two jurisdictions, New York and 
Puerto Rico also require 
fingerprints. 
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* All but five of the jurisdictions 
(two States and three territories) 
use a computer-based soundex 
searching capability. This 
enables the computer to identify 
likely candidates based on the 
phonetic sound of the name, 
rather than only the spelling. 


¢ The statutes in 13 States and 
two territories authorized the 
release of information to 
individual firearms dealers, 
although in three jurisdictions, 
the information was released to 
in-state firearms dealers only. 


¢ The statutes in 28 States 
permitted giving “sale approval” 
or “no sale” information directly 
to firearms dealers; although nine 
States restricted this information 
to in-state firearms dealers only, 
while one State authorized the 
release only to out-of-state 
firearms dealers. 


U.S. Attorney General’ s 
estimated goals/timetables for 
criminal history record sharing 
in a national instant background 
check system, 1994 (Table 26): 


¢ Up to 25% of all current and 
shareable records (records 
available through the Interstate 
Identification Index(III)) will be 
availabic in 51 jurisdictions (47 
States and four territories) no 
later than December 1998; the 
records in the remaining five 
jurisdictions will be available no 
later than December 2000. A 
total of 25 States currently share 
at least 25% of their records 
through III. 


¢ Up to 50% of all current and 
shareable records will be 
available in 45 States and four 
territories no later than December 
1998; the records in the 
remaining seven jurisdictions will 
be available no later than 
December 2000. A total of 17 
States currently share at least 
50% of their records through III. 


¢ Up to 75% of all current and 
shareable records will be 
available in 35 States and four 
teiritories no later than December 
1998; the records in the 
remaining 17 jurisdictions will be 
available no later than December 
2000. A total of nine States 
currently share at least 75% of 
their records through III. 


¢ Up to 80% of all current and 
shareable records will be 
available in 31 States and three 
territories no later than December 
1998; the records in the 
remaining 22 jurisdictions will be 
available no later than December 
2000. A total of seven States 
currently share at least 80% of 
their records through III. 


¢ One hundred percent of all 
current and shareable records will 
be available in nine States no 
later than December 1998; 100% 
of the records in the remaining 47 
jurisdictions will be available no 
later than December 2000. One 
State (Virginia) currently shares 
100% of its records through III. 


Fingerprint cards and 
dispositions received by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
1993 (Table 27): 


¢ Over 4.6 million fingerprints 


were received by the FBI in 1993. 


Of that number, almost 4.2 
million were for criminal justice 
purposes, and approximately 
414,000 were for noncriminal 
Justice purposes. New York 
submitted the highest number of 
both criminal justice (503,500) 
and noncriminal justice (54,200) 
fingerprints. Florida was a 
participant in the National 
Fingerprint File in 1993, and 
therefore submitted only the first 
fingerprint card of an individual 
to the FBI. 
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¢ Almost 2.7 million final 
dispositions were received by the 
FBI in 1993, with Georgia 
submitting the highest number 
(825,000). Twelve States 
(Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, 
Delaware, Georgia, Missouri, 
Montana, New York, Ohio, South 
Dakota, Virginia and W yoming) 
submit most dispositions by tape 
with Nebraska also scheduled to 
begin tape submissions in 1994, 


Criminal history records of 
Interstate Identification Index 
(III) participants maintained by 
the State criminal history 
repository and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, 1993 
(Table 28): 


¢ Approximately 12.4 million III 
records are indexed with the 
State’s identification (SID) 
pointers. Over 3.8 million 

records are maintained by the FBI 
for the States. Only 18% of the 
total records available through III 
in 1993 were maintained by the 
States. 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 1 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 1. The explanatory information was provided by the resp_adent. 


"Number of subjects (individual offenders) in State criminal history file” 
Y only to the erlanine] kistey file, caceding igriety eatemanne 
es, and do not include the master name index 
include release 


bg State is fully manual. 
Not available. 
NA _ Not applicable. 
t Flag is set when arrest information is entered. 
tt Flag is set when conviction information is entered. 
oe Flag is set both at arrest and conviction. 
*Figure includes adults and subjects under 18 years of age. 
>Figure represents subjects as of March 25, 1994. 


For an arrest to be counted as having a final disposition, each count 
associated with that arrest must have a final disposition. 


d 
Manual records totaling 1.5 million will require review to determine if 
there is arrest and conviction data present and if it is at the felony level. 


Persons charged with certain misdemeanors are not included in the 
master name index (MNI). 


fGuam is not currently automated and has no central criminal records 
repository. 


8The delinquent disposition rate is based only on those cases actually 
entered into the offender-based transaction/computerized criminal history 
system (OBTS/CCH). It does not include arrest cases never entered, nor 
does it include penal summons court cases. Although the law 
provides for the fingerprinting ay Ay wy 4 
summons, many cares are never ordered down for 
Hawaii Criminal Justice Data Center is aware that ao 
represent « major gop in conviction information cared on OBTSACH 
address these, however, ially in the area of Family Court 
cases (which include child abuse offenses) await the availability of 
resources and the restructure of OBTS/CCH. 


Hail subjects with dates of birth of 1920 or later are automated. 
Figure represents subjects as of March 28, 1994. 


‘Feu deposkions thet are sussived on cous cbsines ee oot eppened 
and are filed file. 
piu ulapan aol yin the MN — 


k exprint-suppor ed subjects are in an automated MNI that is not 


or accurate at this time. 


‘The fag is generated on an ad hoc basis when an inquiry is made 


™Figure is for the five-year period of 1988-92. 
"Figure is as of February 4, 1994. 
Flags are set only on automated records. 


PThe severity of the original charge is set when arrest information is 
entered. 


The MNI does not include manual records. 


‘Subjects with dates of birth prior to 1940 are in manual records unless a 
trigger event causes conversion. 


‘Response applies to felonies only. 


t 
Although flagging hs has not yet begun, a data field is available at the 
atrest, prosecutor and court levels to identify felony offenses 


“An MNT is not currently maintained. 
‘Total figure includes applicants and corrections-based records. 


i, neemrenn LS 50% is automated, with complete automation estimated 
for December 1994 
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Table 1: Overview of State criminal history record systems, 1993 


Percentof Fully Number of subjects Percent of arrests in database System has 
record automated (individual offenders) in which have final dispositions System flags information to 
subjects in master Stale crminalhigorn file... scanded subjects with — identify 
master name Arrests within = felony unflagged felony 
State name index index Total Automated All arrests past 5 years convictions convictions 
Total 47,833,600 37,723,900 
Alabama 100% Yes 1,800,000 1,800,000 60% 80% Ause 
Alaska 100 vos 184,300 134,300 84 86 Alltt 
Amenican Samoa 100 No* 10,800* 0 aa co 
Arizona 100 Yes 612,900° 370,900° 49° 53° Alsee 
Arkansas 100 No 448,000 183,000 15 50 Somett Some 
Californis 100% Yes 5,316,900 3,816,900 - 47% Sumet t@ 
Colorado 100 \a 612,700 612,700 13% 13 Some** All 
Connecticut 100 Yes 681,000 TT cee rr 
Delaware 100 Yes 245,900 179,900 55 67 Some 
District of 80° No 497,900 142,900 30 10 
Columbia 
Florida 100% Yes 2,729,000 2,729,000 48% 33% Some** Some 
Georgia 100 Yo 1,532,100 1,532,100 62 62 Alltt 
Guam 100 No* NA NA NA NA NA NA 
Hawaii 100 Ya 318,300 318,300 378 16 Alltt 
Idaho 100 1a 138,700 91,200 27 40 Alltt 
Llinois 92% Yes" 2,558,000 2,358,000 52% 51% Ase 
Indiana 100 Yo 1,241,800 1,241,800 12 12 Some 
lowa 100 Yes 367,100 242,700 95 100 Allt¢t 
Kansas 100 Yes 627,400 171,900 20 30 Some Some 
Kentucky 100 No re 4s 39 65 
Louisiana 100% Y 1,338,800 667,700 30% 25% Somett All 
Maine 60) N 300,000 0 90 97 Some 
Maryland 100 Yes 834,100 834,100 _ nak Au! 
Massachusetts 100 Yes 2,000,000 2,000,000 95 100 Some 
Michigan 100 Yes 970,400 970,400 72 gqm Some 
Minnesota 100% Yes 258,300" 193,200" ; es Somett All 
Mississippi 100 No 368,000 26,000 - _ Somett Some 
Missouri 100 Yes 673,900 502,500 61% 57% Alltt® 
Montana 100 Ye 108,900 108,900 85 80 Allt 
Nebraska 100 Yes 138,000 138,000 10 714 Alltt 
Nevada 100% Yes 130,300 130,300 41% 42% P All 
New Hampshire 100 Yea 180,600 180,600 75 75 Some** All 
New Jersey 809 Yes 1,508,800 1,208,800 90 85 Alltt 
New Mexico 100 Yes 230,000 0 25 27 Alltt 
New York 879 Yes 4,314,200 3,767,100 83 75 All 
North Carolina 100% Yes 560,400. 514,900. 87% 90% Some 
North Dakota 100 No! 216,000 58,000! 92+ 86 Somett 
Ohio 100 No 1,700,000 808,000 38-50 35-50 Some** Some 
Oklahoma 100 Yes 582,200 315,200 20-25 20-25 Somett Some 
Oregon 100 Yes 699,900 699,900 71 Somett 
Pennsylvania 100% Sex 1,462,700 803,600 13% 64% Somett° 
Puerto Rico 100 Yes 78,500 78,500 86 69 Allt 
Rhode Island 100 Yes 199,000 199,000 56 928 Somett 
South Carolina 100 Yes 737,200 672,400 70 80 Somett Some 
South Dakota 100 Yes 128,600 71,100 60 80 Some 
Tennessee 100% Yes 600,000 193,000 eo All** 
Texas 100 Yes 4,504,100 4,504,100 43% Some! Some 
Trust Territory of 
the Pacific NA® NA? 6,500 0 50 50% 
Utah 100 Yes 276,300 276,300 52 80 Alit 
Vermont 100 Yes 135,000 0 70 96 Some 
Virgin Islands NA” NA*? 13,700 0 
Virginia 100% Yes 921,100 694,700 ee ss All 
Washington 100 Yes 677,000" 677,000 15% 68% Au! 
West Virginia 100 No” 375,000 0 . 7 
Wisconsin 100 Yes 611,100 434,600 a 58 Somett Some 
Wyoming 100 ae 72,200 72,200 79 82 Some +t Some 


Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 


Data Tables « Page 17 


Explanatory Notes for Table 2 
The notes below expand «w the data in Table 2. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Siete: De 1600, deme cose ost cxpanted Bum Censciets Semen, Guam, Ge ‘More accurate information is now available. Previous responses were 
Trust Territory of the Pecific and the Virgin Islands. In | data were based on estimates 
reponed from Amencen Semoa, Guam and the Trust ry of Pecific = 


: for two reasons: (1) there 8.9% decrease in the number of persons 
were taken from Buresu of Justice Statistics, Criminal Jun ce Information usmod from 1998 00 199% and CD in to oomnve of implementing 


Pokcy. Survey of Criminal History Information rch 1991 

Table 2. fu eaiean, Pereopttad, Uh Washingpon end War eutomation, records of subjects over age 80 were 

= corrected data were submitted, the data in the columns k 

for 908 weve then Seam Bases of Derien Sutiztien, Criminal Justice a nda in the criminal history file shows « decrease for 

Troveaber 1993)’ Tuble t wn — subjects in oo tho talenioal cused — 

“Figure includes edults and subjects under 18 years of age. Weigure is as of February 4, 1994. 

> Figure represents subjects as of March 25, 199. "The number of in the State criminal histary file has decreased 

"The of files decreased due to slimination of records of fees ed det ca ot sconanl effonsen, Sines at tune, the 
total number to 

deceased subjects criminal history been its 

dhe = bye > at and index whi, SY! 
total number of criminal files decreased due to purging of old not meet the cntena of a cnmunal offense. actual number 

and duplicate records, es well as civi! files thet erroneously were given criminal offenses appearing on index cards is unknown, the 

criminal identification numbers. elected to report the actual number of automated records only for 1993. 

Record conversion is expected to be compete in 1995. 

grin cossmese Grom 1908 bo seeah of ewe forte: (1) the California "The tn tao cunioer of extsjese ta too eeninat fle 

specified criteria; and @) toe estimete of manual records fhsctustes to 1999 is he semk of records of non-Ohio offences, 

as more is gained sbout the systern; there is no way to determine misdemeanors and subjects deed from the databsse. 

an exact coum of the manual records. 


The decrease in total files was the result of excluding traffic files that were . 
assumed included in the 1989 figure. P More accurate information is now available. 


S Figure represents subjects as of March 28, 1994 


The number of subjects in the criminal history file decressed in 1993 for 
two reasons: (1) State lew requires removal af all arrests without 

after four years, and (2) a “presumed dead” file was purged using age 70 
(rather than age 80). 
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Table 2: Number of subjects (lndividual offenders) in State crimin... aistory file, 1969, 1992 and 1993 
Number of subjects in manual 


Number of subyects in Percent change 
Manual Automated in total fle 
State 1989 1992 Total file file 1989 1992 1993 1989-92 1992-93 
Total 42,476,400 47,307,900 47,833,600 9,426,900 37,723,900 ™ we 1% 1% 
Alabama 1,000,000 1,300,000 1,800,000 0 1 200,000 0% 10% 10% 38 
Alaska 143,000 180,500 184,300 50,000 134,300 86 n rs n 2 
Ameancan Samoa ane oan 1 1 0. ane one 0 NA NA 
Angzona 742,100 631,000 612,900 242,000 370,900 w a @ -1s* 3 
Arkansas 480,000 417,600 448,000 265,000 183,000 0 n a -is@ 1 
Califomia 4,500,000 4,675,400 5,316,900 1,500,000 3,816,900 6M ™ mm & a 
Colorado 489,000 575,700 612,700 0 612,700 100 100 100 18 6 
Connection 401,400 648,700 681,000 - oo 58 58 a g 5 
Delaware 237,300 245,900 66,000 179,900 83 67 nm a 
District of 427,000 456,100 497,900 355,000 142,900 0 2 2 7 9 
Columbia 
Florida 2,427,900 2,671,700 2,729,000 0 2,729,000 S% 10% 10% 1% ® 
Gearga 1,055,000 1,445,000 1,532,100 0 1,532,100 100 100 100 77 6 
Guam —e ah NA NA NA oad bes 0 NA NA 
Hawaii 270,500 309,600 318,300 0 318,300 100 100 100 14 7 
Idaho 105,000 132,300 138,700 47,500 91,200 30 57 6 mM 5 
Diinois 2,152,300 2,493,200 200,000 8 -—- me Mm nm 
Indiana 670,000 i 1,241,800 0 1,241,800 10 91 100 10 wee 
lowa 300,000 377,000 367,100" 124,400 242,700 43 ry 66 %6 3 
Kansas $20,000 599,600 627,400 455,500 171,900 3 2B 4] 15 5 
Kentucky $35,100 $30,500 oe ine ms 72 n se 4 ee 
Louisiana 1,449,000 1,591,500 1,338,800 671,100 667,700 =m Se DS 1% 1% 
Maine 20,000 300,000 300,000/ 300,000 0 0 0 0 11 0 
Maryland 649,300 1,050,900 834,100" 0 834,100 r) 4100 62 21 
Massachusetts 2,260,000 2,500,000 2,000,000 0 2,000,000 21 100 100 rT 20 
Michigan 771,800 939,900 970,400 0 970,400 100 100 100 n 3 
Minnesota 190,600 232,500 258,300! 65,100! 193,200! 1 @& i% M& 11% 
Misnisnipps 350,000 350,000+ 368,000 26,000 0 7 7 wet 5 
Missouri 593,000 647,700 673,900 171,400 502,500 81 vA) 7S 32 4 
Montana 86,000 107,100 108,900 0 108,900 100 100 100 pa) 2 
Nebraska 300,000 124,000 138,000 0 138,000 ry) ”% 10 9 ll 
Nevada 31,300 102,800 130,300 0 130,300 100% 100% 100% # 228% I 
New Hampshire 155,000 253,900 180,600™ 0 180,600 93 6 10 ” 29 
New Jersey 1,090,200 1,187,400 1,508,800 300,000 1,208,800 7" 83 80 9 n 
New Mexico 207,000 201,000 230,000 230,000 0 0 0 0 3 14 
New York 3,812,100 4,123,400 4,314,200 $47,100 3,767,100 82 88 87 8 5 
North Carolina 432,800 529,800 560,400 45,500 514,900 oo cS 2% i 2& e 
North Dakota 202,000 212,900 216,0008 158,0008 58,0008 21 b ba] 5 1 
Ohio 2,315,700 2,444,400 1,700,000" 892,000 808,000 ya) 44 48 6 30 
Oklahoma 500,000 600,000 $82,200! 267,000 315,200 33 @ 54 20 3 
Oregon 548,500 661,800 699,900 0 699,900 100 100 100 21 ‘ 
Pennsylvania 1,265,800 1,414,500 1,462,700 659,100 803,600 2% <SiI% <S% 1% _ 
Puerto Rico 45,400 64,100 78,500 0 78,500 100 100 100 45 n 
Rhode Island 156,900 186,700 199,000 0 199,000 100 100 100 19 7 
South Carolina 572,900 695,900 737.200 64,800 672,400 87 90 91 21 6 
South Dakota 144,000 125,000 128,600 57,500 71,100 0 56 55 -13 3 
Tennessee $00,000 407,000 193,000 Oe Be 2% Ty & 
Texas 3,789,500 4,277,700 4,504,100 0 4,504,100 9 100 100 13 5 
Trust Territory of 
the Paci . _ 6,500 6,500 0 _ a 0 NA NA 
Utah 210,300 258,600 216,300 0 216,300 Tl 100 100 B 7 
Vermont 118,000 130,000 135,000 135,000 0 0 0 0 10 4 
Virgin Islands - 11,300 13,700 13,700 0 _ % O% NA 1% 
Virginia 744,000 874,500 921,100 226,400 694,700 ‘S 7S 18% 5 
Washington 474,100 623,300 677,000° 0 677,000 100 100 100 31 9 
West Virginia 650,000 a 375,000P 375,000 0 0 0 0 bee aan 
Wisconsin 491,000 474,800 611,100 176,500 434,600 55 68 1 17 29 
W vormng 62,000 67,100 72,200 0 72,200 84 100 100 8 8 
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Euplanatery Netes fer Tabie } 
in Table 3 The explanstory information wes provided by the respondent. 


; 
i 
f 
| 


available. 
NA Not applicable. 
“The number of reported dispositions decreased from 1992 due « 
1s ents 35 [ee snes 7 ra ene 
are not reported to the . 


Figure represents the number received as of April 11, 1994. 
4am currently does not have a central criminal records repository. 


Papen pen ine 


dispositions. 
in ttt ee 
dispositions, and tus, a dectine in 1 . 


©The number of fina! 
number in 1992 


oti ach hg aero apenas Tag te fed 


procedures thst > ptt Ft 
repoaitory 


bThe 1992 figure represents the collection and clearing of « becklog of 
therefore. the 1993 figure ahows © devine fm 1902 


™The decrease in dispositions is believed to be attributable to design 


onions wes babed fer e pariad ef unme\voreten 1990-95 06 coment the 


in 1993 
PA beckleg developed 1993 due to delays in providing 
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Table 3: Number of final dispositions reperted to State criminal history repesttory, 1989, 1993 and 1993 


—— i hen 
State 1989 1993 1989-92 1992-93 
Alsbeme 35,000 192,000 ~ 449% — 
Alaska 40,800 26,400 31,300 -35 19% 
Angona 112,500 112,200 117,S00 <1 5 
Arkansas 7,000 18,000 oan 157 ete 
California 850,000 1,011,300 1,100,000 19@ 9% 
Connectiout 142,900 139,800 13S,300° -2 3 
Delawase $7,000 70,000 00,008, 24 154 
District of Columbia ons 13,600 15, sae 12 
Florida 110,000 173,400 162,000° 58@ 
Georgie 260,000 a $45, sea 
Hawan 54,800 $6,000 $1,700° 2 8 
Idaho 20,000 19,300 4 
Dlinois 135,000 149,000 95,600! 11% -36% 
Indiana ’ 44,600 an 123 Pr 
lowa 23,000 35,000 $4,200 $2 54 
Kensas 28,900 41,300 34,300 43 17 
Kentucky 6,000 eee eee eee 
Louisiana 30,000 21,100 21,400 -32® 1% 
Maine 30,000 71, 29,000 -7 4 
Maryland 436,600 $00,100 ee 14 
Massachusetts 270, 300,000 11 
Michigan 78,800 307, 178,100 
Minnesota 45,000 103,000 60,000) 129% 
Missoun “ss 65,100 
Montana 9,600 one 26, nas ae 
Nebreske 12,400 25,900 23, 109 “11 
Nevada 20,000 29,700 oe 48% 
New Hampshire eee 31,000 
New Jemey 200,000 250,000 260,000 25 4% 
New Mexico 2,600 9,800 11,1 277 13 
New York 443,000 $00,000 383 13 23 
North Carolina 60,000 65,000 8% 
North Dekota 4,000 6,200 6,500 $5 5% 
Ohio 65,000 7 
Oklahoma 15,000 15,000 15,000 
Oregon ‘ 36,900 
Pennsylvania 74,200 219,000 203,700™ 195 -1% 
Puerto Rico 20,100 24,800 24,300 2B 2 
Rhode Island wai i 10,000 wis a 
South Carolina 103,700 183,100 212,600 77 16 
Tennessee a 
Texas iad 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific bad sis 0 - _ 
Utah 17,100 18,900 17,800 11% 6% 
Vermont 18,700 se 20,000 ves “a5 
Virginia 141,600 228,100 211,500 61% 1% 
w _ 172,500 157,800 as 9 
West Virginia 38,000 6,000 nae -44° — 
Wisconsin $8,800 90,000 99,000 54 10 
Wyoming 6,000 9,000 6,600P 50 -27 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 4 
below expand on the data in Table 4. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


All automated records and approximately 50% of the manual records are 
contained in an automated master name index (MNI). 


Only the new arrest information is automated. 
The new information is added to the manual file. 
Traffic and misdemeanor cases are not included in the MNI. 


fy of arrest cards for 
pt, UY -- SSE aa em extig 


SAll subjects with dates of birth of 1920 or later are automated. 


bony informstion since 1, 1993 is automated at this 
dane tuo to lock of pumenndl = . 


+The manual file is not in the automated MNI. 


iApproximately 20,000 names, name derivatives and aliases have been 
entered into a temporary, abbreviated automated MNI; however, the MNI 
is not usable at this time for a name search. 


k subjects are in an automated MNI that is not 
or accurate at this time. 


hhere 000 records that are automated; however, a backlog 
conn dM mab beara ee . 


™Records automated since 1989 are in the automated MNI; prior records 
are completely manual. 


"Adding all records onto the automated MNI is in process. 
9 the criminal history database that is utilized in Nebraska is 
a ate 6,000 partially automated 


fully automated, there are 
records that are in the process of being deleted. 


POnly those with a date of birth of 1940 and later are included in the 
automated MNI. 


{The automated MNI contains all arrest subjects since 1972. 
The record is automated only upon a request for the record. 


®Automated file was initiated in 1987. It contains only felonies and 
related misdemeanors. 


"Respondent is undertaking an ongoing data entry program to fully 
automate the MNI. 

“If an offender’ records was of , it 
eutomated; upon reenipt of AFIS (Autometed Fingerpeint Identification 
System) quathy fingemrints, the record will be automated. 

YAn MNI is not maintained currently. 

be 50% is automated with complete automation estimated 
for Bocember 1994 ” 
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Prior manual record is 

Masa: name indas is aulomated Criminal history file is automated _ 
State 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 
Alabama You Yo Yes Pamal Partial Partial You Yos Yes" 
Alaska Yes Yos You Partial Partial Pactial You Yo Yes 
Amemican Samoa ane TT No* ese ene No* one eee s 
Arizona Yo Yo Yoo Partial Partial Partial Ye Yo os 
Arkansas Partial Partial” Partial? No Pastial Partial Yes Yes 
Califomia Yos You Yoo Partial Partial Partial No No No 
Colorado Yos Yo Yes You Yes Yes 
Connecticut Yes Yes Yo Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yeu, 
Delaware Partial Yo Yes Partial Partial Partial No° No° No 
District of Columbia _—Partial Partial® No Partial Partial No® No® 
Florida Yos Yes Yes Partial Yo Yeo Yos 
Georgia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Guam Te es No* ane en NA 
Hawaii Yes Yos Yes Yos Yo Yo 
Idaho Yes Yes Yoo Yes Partial!” Partial Yes Yoo 
Nlinois Partial Yes You8 Partial Partial Paral Yo Yes Yes 
Indiane Yes Yes Partial Partial You Yo Yes 
lowa Vos Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yo. 
Kansas Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial No Yo No 
Kentucky Partial Partial! Partial ! Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Louisiana Yes Yes Yo Partial Partial Partial Yos Yes Yes 
Maine No Partial! Partial” No No No 
Maryland You Yes Yes Partial Partial Yes TT No* 
Massachusetts Yes Yes! Yes Partial Yes Ye Yes ‘ae 
Michigan Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Minnesota Vos Yes Yoo Partial Partial Partial No No* Ye 
Mississippi No Partial No Partial Partial oe No 
Missouri Yos You Yes Partial Partial Partial Veo Yes Yo 
Montana Yes Yes Yes Yes Yo Yes 
Nebraska Partial Partial” Yes Partial Partial Yes° Yo Ye 
Nevada Yes You Yes Yos Vos Yes 
New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes Partial Partial Yes Yes Yos 
New Jersey Yes Yes Yo Partial Partial Partial Yes Yos Yeu 
New Mexico Ye Yes Yes No No No 
New York Yo Vou Yes Partial Partial Yor Yes Yes 
North Carolina tos Yeu Ves Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yo 
North Dakota Partial Partial Partial Partial Ye Yo Yeo 
Ohio Partial Partial? Partial Parual Partial Partial No No No 
Oklahoma Yes Yes Yoo Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Oregon Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Pennsylvania Yes Yee Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes No! 
Puerto Rico Yes vos Yes Yes* Yes*® Yes 
Rhode Island Yo You Yes Yes You You 
South Carolina Yes Yea ves Partial Partial Partial Yee Yes Yer 
South Dakota Yo Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Vos vee 
Tennessee Partial Partial’ Yes No Partial Partial Yes No 
Texas Yoo Yes Yo Partial Yes Yo Yes Yes” Yes" 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific rT Na’ aon eT No rT 
Utah Yes ves oe Partial Yes Yes vos 
Vermont vee You Ye No No No 
Virgin Islands na’ na‘ na! No No* 
Virginia Yes Yea Yes Partial You Yes Yes 
Washington Yes Yes Yes Yes Yos Yes 
West Virginia No No Partial” No No No 
Wisconsin You Yes Yes Partial Partial Partial Yes Yes Yes 
Wyoming Yes Yes Yes Partial Yes Yes Yes 
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Explanatory Notes for Table S 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 5. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


"Admission information only. 


°Under the District of Columbia law, the is 
be ay w, the repository is required to keep a 


“Under the District of Columbia law, the repository is required to keep « 
record of the admission and release of sentenced felons. ~ 


‘The charging agency has the obligation to the repository of the 
disposition SS CES SEY Eee. 


SBy statute, arrest are submitted after the s 
decision to a crime punishable by over 92 days. The prosecutor's 
decision is on the arrest fingerprint card; declinations are not. 


bthe ; 
ore srs Sarthe tee 


i 

‘All action, including 
by the Administrative 
iProsecutors report final court dispositons in lieu of the courts. 
KPursuant to statutory amendment, effective September 1, 1994, 


INone of the actions is required by law to be reported; however, the 
courts do voluntarily report taney dispositions. 


action, is reported as a final disposition 
of the Courts. 


™Releasc information only. 


Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 


Data Tables * Page 24 


Sa 


Table $: Data required by State law to be submitted to State criminal history repository, 1993 


Felon: 
Prosecutor by cous wich Admission/releasse of folons_ 
State declinations felony jurisdiction State prisons Local jails 


Data required to be submited to repositories 


Probation 
information 


Parole 
infomation 


Alabama xX x x 


s 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 6 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 6. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: are results of estimates. 
Numbers have rounded to the nearest 100 have been 
rounded to the nearest whole number. The total number arrest 


columns for 
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information ti Sway ¢. 
Criminal History Information Systems (March 1991), Table 6. Except 
for Louisiana, Puerto Rico and 
Justice Statistics, Criminal Justice Information Policy 


Criminal History Information Systems, 1992 Novecber 199 993). Table 6. 


Not available. 
NA _ Not applicable. 


*A change in procedure now allows the use of a court disposition as an 
qs Gah an mate alba 


> Arrest information is reported by fingerprint cards, terminal and court 
judgments. 
“State law and/or policy does not require arrest information to be 

ts; arrest information is entered final 


supported by 
dispositions and from criminal summonses which are not supported by 
fingerprints. 


4A! disseminated arrests are fingerprint-based, with the ex of in- 
house bookings at the Califomia of Corrections CDC) 


Those are based on a — 9° 2 ee 
submitted by Dammy arrests are not disseminated and are 
considered statistical data only, not criminal history data. 


Dus 50 ssoeusse conctats, ectnission of comsin ints have 


traffic arrests 


f 
Sp ree © ant © Se aS as  aian aa 
reports which may not include fingerprints. 


SArrest information is reported by fingerprint cards and criminal 
summonses. 


su see cusse of miner ofleoms, Sano lew enifr paiey done oot 


supported by 
tered from criminal tha b 
en summonses that are not supported SS 


rs based on a data quality 
audit. 


ithe } Police t also serves as the central repository 
for records for the of Columbia; 
+. - dy + -y 4 1). . SN 


JFigure is for fiscal year 1989 rather than calendar year 1989. 

K arrest information is reported by a hard copy of the arrest report. 
Repository no longer receives fingerprint cards for nonserious charges. 
™No central criminal history record repository is maintained currently. 


"Arrest information is reported by terminal. 


The small tage of arrests that 
assigned Sisto identiication numbers with « "U" (onknows) preka, Ths 
allows for easy identification of these exceptions. arrests 


sometimes occur when an offender is hospitalized, or refuses, or for some 
other reason, is unable to be printed. 


PArrest information is reported by fingerprint cards, terminal, final 
dispositions, FBI abstracts yh. -—+- 


pd hy tS fe 
summonses which are not supported by fingerprints; cases handled in 
other ways, such as diversion agreements, are also unsupported. 


r 
ney SS SS nee eas we criminal offense are 
--~i, pif, y-, t-,- In 1987, the 

Fingerprint law was changed 10 provi 1g A. ty —$- 

to those arrested are to be fingerprinted. eS Soe & 
law mandated that a person had to be in custody with the 
commission of a crime” to be fingerprinted. Training is ongoing to bring 
the submission rate into compliance. 


*Arrest information is entered from criminal summonses which are not 

supported by fingerprints. 

t 

Py - arrests are fingerprint-s 
= therefore, the 

suppo 

“Pre-1968 arrests are supported by FBI fingerprints. 


VArrest information is reported by fingerprint cards and court abstracts. 


, the arrests are not linked to 
history file is not fingerprint- 


“The decrease in fingerprint cards submitted was due to a decrease in 
criminal arrests. 


*New York law requires that the fingerprints associated with sealed 
records must be purged. 


YArrests for “not sufficient funds” checks are entered with only an index 
fingerprint. 


z 
Figure is lower than reported in 1989 and 1992 because the 1993 
ee 2 ee ee ae as did the 1989 and 1992 


**A 30-35% non-compliance rate for mandated fingerprint card 
submissions is under review. 
bbNo fingerprint system is maintained currently. 


Arrest inf form which need 
- med by fingetprins. an arrest/custody form need not 


ddResponse is based on the results of an audit. 


P.-L, -+- and citations 


which 
> 8 ee & fingerprints. The State regulations requiring 


ff Arrest information is entered from arrest forms submitted to the Records 
Bureau by the Police Department. Fingerprints are taken and retained in 
the Forensic Bureau. 
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Table 6: Arrest records with fingerprints, 1989, 1992 and 1993 


Number of arrest fingerprint cards Percent Percent Percent of arrest events in criminal 
State 1989 1992 1993 1989-92 1992-93 1989 1992 1 
Total 6,012,400 6,255,800 6,466,000 4% 3% 
Alabama 292,900 197,200 192,300 -33% -2% 100% 99%" 99% 
Alaska 15,900 12,000 14,000 -25 17 75° 39 39 
Arizona 101,900 110,000 114,800 8 4 100 100 100 
Arkansas 23,000 32,400 36,000 41 11 100 100 100 
Califomia 1,000,000 1,100,000 1,100,000 10% 0% 100% 100% 100% 
Colorado 137,000 130,700 129,000 -5¢ “ll 100 100 100 
Connecticut 97,100 114,000 115,000 17 1 asf 100 100 
Delaware 40,000. 50,000 44,700 25 ‘M 958 304 90 
District of Columbia’ 10,000) 42,700 41,800 327 2 95 100 100 
Florida 585,400 507,000! 500,600 -13% -1% 100% 100% 100% 
Georgia 330,000 346,500 350,000 5 1 100 100 100 
Guam 5 ace vas NA a NA aa NA 
Hawaii 52,700 $2,600 53,200 -<1 1 9s” 100 <100° 
Idaho 27,300 28,200 34,300 a 22 100 100 100 
Illinois 200,300 404,800 336,700 102% -17% 100% 100% 100% 
Indiana 46,400 52,300 50,400 13 -4 100 100 100 
lowa 30,000 47,300 53,100 58 12 100 100 100 
Kansas 46,800 62,100 64,500 33 4 70-75P 0-65 304 
Kentucky 22,500 41,300 84 98 100 
Louisiana 135,900 134,400 154,700 ve a 100% 100% 100% 
Maine 6,500 7,300 5,500 12% -25% 30° 
Maryland 103,000 105,300 162,400 -31 54 100 100 75% 
Massachusetts 50,000-55,000 60,000 65,000 9-20 8 ot ot ot 
Michigan 116,800 124,100 114,800 6 7 100 1¢0 100 
Minnesota 26,500 35,600 40,000 34% 10% 100% 100% 100% 
Mississippi 9,000 8,400 9,000 -1 7 100 100 100 
Missouri 92,000 91,900 89,500 -<1% 3 100 100 100 
Montana 13,300 26,000 ne 95 8 100 100 100 
Nebraska 13,700 18,500 16,500 35 “11 100 100 9s” 
Nevada 36,300 $3,700 49,600 48% -8% 100% 100% 100% 
New Hampshire 9,300 as 20,100 ai 7” 25-35” 50 100 
New Jexsey 145,700 123,300 110,900 -15¥ -10 100 100 100 
New Mexico 26,200 33,600 34,800 28 4 98 100 100 
New York 520,100 496,500 492,900 -5 “1 90 99 70* 
North Carolina 63,200 75,000 76,300 19% 2% 100% 100% 100% 
North Dakota 5,000 7,000 7,200 40 4 100 100 94Y 
Ohio 114,500 140,900 149,200 23 6 100 100 100 
Oklahoma 60,000 59,500 46, -<1 -23 100 100 100 
Oregon 92,100 106,000 91,400 15 -14 100 100 100 
Pennsylvania 166,700 168,100 143,700 1% -15%™* 100% 100% 100% 
Puerto Rico a5 sae 15,800 eae oa 7 17 
Rhode Island 30,000 _ 25,000 a 5 100 100 100 
South Carolina 154,400 161,900 167,300 ‘ 3% 100 100 100 
South Dakota 17,600 20,000 19,000-20,000 14 0 100 100 100 
Tennessee 75,000 90,000 83,200 20% -8% 100% 100% 100% 
Texas 398,400 450,000 581,400 13 29 100 100 100 
Trust Territory of the oa 
Pacific _ _ nabb NA i NA 
Utah 35,200 42,500 44,400 21 A 100 100 100 
Vermont 9,000 7,000 5,000 -22 -29 35-40° 2044 see 
Virgin Islands _ 300 nat - NA 100% NA 
Virginia 110,000 134,100 136,400 22% 2% 100% 100 100% 
Washington 131,600 160,600 168,300 22 5 100 100 100 
West Virginia 37,200 vik as oa a 100 100 100 
Wisconsin 78,600 96,500 100,000 23 4 100 100 100 
Wyoming 11,100 10,100 9,800 -9 3 100 100 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 7 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 7. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Not available. 
NA _ Not applicable. 


"The figure reflects an estimate of the number received by the State 
repository. 

Both the fingerprinting and the filing of charges are performed at the 
same unit. 


°No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 


The number of such cases reflect only those actually reported and 
entered in the repository. It is unknown how many of those cases were 
SEES © GHEE QUEER Gere « peep & 
unavailable. 


The law requires total of records that result from an 
eoquittal or dismissal "No charges filed” is considered a dismissal; thus, 
no statistics exist. 


fPolice must release or charge an individual before sending fingerprints 
to the repository. 


8Notification is accomplished by disposition forms. 

hPolice departments do report dispositions. 

‘No fingerprint systemn is maintained currently. 

JArrest information is entered from arrest forms submitted to the Records 


Bureau by the Police Department. Fingerprints are taken and retained in 
the Fereceic Buren 


Page 28 « Data Tables 


Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 


pK 


Table 7: Notice to State criminal history repository of release of arrested persons without charging, 1989, 1992 and 1993 


If an arrestes is not charged after submission of 


State 19899 1992 1993 1993 1993 
Alabama Yes Yes Yes <1@ 
Alaska No No No 
American Samoa ane No 
Arizona No Yes Yo st 
Arkansas No No You <1 
California Ye Yes Yes 125,000° cae 
Colorado Yes Yes Yes cas <5&% 
Connecticut No No No 

Yes Yes Ye a8 eas 
District of Columbia” Yes 155 100% 
Florida Yes Vou Yea eT 
Georgia Yes Yes Yo ee 
Hawaii Yes Yes Yes 13,100¢ _ 
Idaho Yes Yes Ya ‘ vr 
linois Yes Yes Yo 1,300 
Indiana Ya Ya Ye es 
Towa Yes Ye Yes® 
Kansas Yes Yes Yo 
Kentucky No Yes 
Louisiana Yes Yes Yes _ 
Maine Yes Yes Yo b 
Maryland Yes Yes Yes * 
Massechupetts No No No 
Michigan Yes Yes 
Minnesota Ye Yes Yo 
Mississippi No No No 
Missouri No No Yes 
Montana Yes Ya Yes 
Nebraska Yes | Yes 
Nevada Yes Yes Yee 
New Hampshire No No No 
New Jezsey No No No 
New Mexico No No No 
New York No Yaa No 
North Carolina’ No No Yos 
North Dakota Yes Yes Yes 
Ohio No No Yes8 
Oklahoma No No No 
Oregon No No Yes 
Pennsylvania Yes Yes Yes 
Puerto Rico No No No 
Rhode Island No No No" 
South Carolina No No No 
South Dakota Yes Yes Yes 5% 
Tennessee No No No 
Texas No Yes Yes 
Trust Territory of the : 

.e% Na! NA NA 
Utah Yo Yes Yes a 
Vermont No No No 
Virgin Islands No NAJ NA NA 
Virgini No No No 
Washington No Yes Yes 
West Virginia Yes Yes No 
Wisconsin Yes Yes Yes 
Wyoming Yes Yes Yes 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 8 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 8. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


reported are results of estimates. 


fue 
i 
tel 
fle 
i 
Hl 
ey 
Ff 


iff 


; 
f 
ii 
if 
fF 
Ff 


are taken from Bureau of Justice Statistics, Criminal 


F 
E 
‘ 
: 
E 
i 
E 
d 


| 
I 


> Pending legislation will require reporting of prosecutor declinations. 
c ° islstion will P ine of P 

punieg pate require reporting of felony trial court 

The figure reflects an estimate of the number received by the repository. 


Dispositions are not received on 30-40% if all arrests. It is unknown at 
what level the final disposition occurred. 


f . nt — " oa 
Prosecutors’ position is that a declination is not a disposition; therefore, 
declinations are not reported. 

Bin 1989, the repository was receiving 100% of all dispositions that 
— placed in the eutsensted disponition "Posting Posting fe, but 
were in ” 

they lacked sufficient elements to match them with arrest records. The 


estimate for 1992 reflects the number of dispositions reported that do 
match arrests. 


bPercentage estimate is as of April 1994. 

*The response is besed on more accurate information available to the 
repository. 

JApproximately 47% of all felony arrests without dispositions are over 
one year old. 

KNo central criminal history records repository is maintained currenily. 
IFigure represents all cases, not just felonies. 

™ Figure was determined by a data quality baseline audit. 


"More accurate information was available. The State repository is 


©The response for 1992 was an estimate; the 1993 resp ase is based on 
the results of a baseline audit. _ 

PTbo lew soquises tena of records that result from an 

scquittal or i charges filed” is considered a dismissal; 

therefore, no statistics exist. 

The i has the ibility to notify the itory of 
de dupont of oczy se, motng aoe wha se oa 
filed by the prosecutor. 


"Fifty-one percent of the 1993 arrests have final dispositions. 
®More accurate information was available. 


‘By administrative ion, failure of the to notify the 
Dory of ection oh the caso wihia 30 days efer the arrest volts in 
the case being closed and considered not filed. 


“The decrease in dispositions in 1993 from 1992 resulted when a major 
decrees in tepestiens | when 0 ma 


“Percentage represents final disposi itions for 1993 felony arrests received 
as of February 15, 1994. . 
Xan : ir . 


mt including action, is reported as final dispositions 


of the Courts. 


YDue to . , the . for ot — —" 
dispositions was ec fom poms. Ten eqpushity comity is 
hing on ways to cbtein the missing dinpesiti 


The decline is due contributors who longer reporting and 
Paap myth Ah 4 —— pt dy 


"Decline in dispositions received is due to a personnel shortage. 
bbFigure reflects the percent of dispositions reported in 1987; more 


current figures were una 
“Information is provided by County Clerks of Court. 
adi, 1992, this requirement was relatively new. 


Toone tatal sumer is aot availeble; 346 cs were reported to April 
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Table 8: Completeness of prosecutor and court disposition reporting to State criminal history repository, 1989, 1992 and 1993 


Number of 
feclinations ~~ *\-phalieeategeaies = yl my 
— Pimento declinations 

State 1993 1989 1992 1993 1989 199% 1993 
Alabama ves <i® <i% aa 30% 20% 90% 
Alaska NA 4 ! 85 90 90 
American Samoa NA NA 
Arkansas _ 15 mwa? <1% 35 62° 58 
California 84,0004 = 85% e 47% 
Colorado of <15% »f on! 100 0-1%8 60 
Connecticut NA ‘ NA 100 100 100 
Delaware - saa 60 72 72 
District of Columbia 15,000 0 50 5 
Florida ma 60% 80% ms 50% 80% 30-50%" 
Georgia 100 90+! 85 90+ j 
Hawaii 5,9008 -_ 80! 14 
Idaho _ 100 NA 80 1™ 70 
linois 10,6004 50% 68% 50% 52% _ 
Indiana 50 55 NA 75 30-40" 12%° 
lowa P NA NA 7 98 98 
Kansas Sos 35-40 oes Tr 80 re een 
Kentucky _ NA 100 NA 75-80 90 60 
Louisiana _ 50% 30% - 50% 50% - 
Maine - <1 4 1% 100 99 99% 
Maryland _ ve 100 re 82 100 sit 
Massachusetts NA NA 100 100 100 98 100 
Michigan sa NA -_ ime 64 70 r 
Minnesota 2,800 10% 40%" _ 99% 99% 98% 
Mississippi vy 30 NA NA 25 NA NA 
Missouri 9,400 80 5-10° 10% 60 AR 35" 
Montanz - NA 80 70 73 
Nebraska 100 _ NA 50 75 75 
Nevada 90% 15% 65% 50% 
New Hampshire - NA NA NA 80 80 80% 
New Jexsey 3,000 90 90 95% 95 95 90 
New Mexico _ NA 5 2 5 1s” 10 
New York 9,200¢ “as 59” 
North Carolina NA 85% a. 93% esa 90% 
North Dakota 80% ns as 80 90 _ 
Ohio NA NA NA 55 352 35 
Oklahoma NA NA NA 80 6o** 60 
Oregon NA NA NA 60> 100 100 
Pennsylvania ins 80% 65% vs o 65% 65% 
Puerto Rico NA NA NA NA 14% 18 17 
Rhode Island NA 1 NA a sas 100 
South Carolina i 80 100°° NA 100 98 100 
South Dakota 1 5% 75 60-75 $1 
Tennessee NA NA NA 5% 35-40% NA 
Texas 0% 0@ 44 dd 40 4044 50 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific NA _ 30% 
Utah 0 45 64% 55% 60% 91% 
Vermont 100 94 95 100 94 95 
Virgin Islands NA bis 35% NA 
Virginia NA NA NA 95% 96 96 
Washington _ 40% _ jai 7 75-80 78% 
West Virginia i. 85 15% NA 85 75 - 
Wisconsin ves _ 7 NA 58 
Wyoming ad 60 80 Te 60 80 si 
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Explanatory Netes for Table 9 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 9. The explanatory information was provided by the respendent. 


Record is destroyed by Stste criminal history repository Columbis 

"| Recurd is retained wih ection nosed on the Yoced Pig Mapes of a Diente of SlaSaneg~ 
Record is retumed to the court. 
Record is sealed. 


§No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 


Record is retumed to submitting . bgiate 
law does not provide for expungements, but inherers 
Record is retmed 1 he Govemors Office qaaiy 0 eae 2 cau equal Uae cam, te aed 


*The record is retained for two years, then destroyed. 
dThe offender's fingerprints are destroyed, but the text date is retained. 
The information is destroyed only if the offender is also pardoned. 


>Juveniles only 
Records ere maintained in seperate and are insccessible under and 
“Upon expungement or « pardon only to all encops in very Linined — 
“Purmant to District of Columbia lw, ments end eet asides ere "ir received, the information is forwarded to the FBI 
Possession) Title. The restoretion of an individual's 
Brg ndmeny omnes Pending legislation would "Nane have been received. 
the Mayor of the District of wnster cobathy fer puning’ 
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ASA. Set-emdos Rando. «= —_Remomtion of Civil Rights 
Sue law How recards State law How records How records State law How records 
provides far are treated by = provides for are trested by = State law are trested by provides for are treated by 
State criminal = oot-essides State onmunal provides for  Stete crimunal restoration State criminal 
of felony history of felony history — of history of felons’ civil history 
State repositoryt repositoryt rights repositoryt 
Alabama Yes 1 Yo 2 Ye 2 You 2 
Alaska Ya 2 Yo 2 Yos 2 
American Samos Yo ae 
Arizona Yo 1 Yo i Yo l 
Arkansas Yos 2 Yo 2 Yos 2 Yes 2 
California Ye 2 Yo 2 Yos 2 
Colorado Yeo 2 Yes s* Yes ‘as 
Connecticut Yos 1 
Delaware Yo? Phd Yeo 2 Yes° 2 
District of Columbia Yes! s° Yes! s° Yes! s° Yes! s° 
Florida Yo 2 Yes 2 Yos 2 
Coorgis You 2 Ye 2 
Hawaii Yo 2 Ye 2 Yo 2 
Idaho 1h Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Illinois Yos 2 Yos 2 Yo 2 
Indiana Yas 1 Yo 2 Yea 2 You 2 
lowa Yes 2 Yos 2 Yes 2 
Kansas Yos 2 Yes 2 Yo 2 Yes 2 
Kentucky Yo :-3 
Louisiana Ye 2 Yes rr Yo TT Yea 
Maine . Ya 2 Yo 2. . 
Maryland Yes 1,2" Yea as Ves 1,2" Yew 1,2 
Massachusetts Yes 2,4 Ye 2 Yo 2 Yes 2 
Michigan Yes 2 Yos 2 Yes 2 
Minnesota 15 Yes 2,4 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Mississippi Yes 2 Yes 2 Yeu 2 Yes 2 
Missouri Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 5 
Montana Ye 2 Yes 2 
Nebraska Yes 2 Yes 2 Yos 2 
Nevada Ye 2 Yo 2 Ye 2 
New Hampshire Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
New Jezsey Yo 2 Yo 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
New Mexico . Yo 2 Yo 2 
New York vo 3) Yo 2 Yes 2 
North Carolina Yo 2 Yo 2 Yea 2 
North Dakota Yes 2 Yes 2 
Ohio Yes 6 Ye és Yo rr Vou Te 
Oklahoma Yes 2 Yo 2 
Oregon Yes Ye 2 Ye 2 
Pennsylvania Yos 1k Yeo 2 Yo 2 Yes 2 
Puerto Rico Yo 1 Yes 2 Yo 2 Yeo 2 
Rhode Island Yes s! Yes 8! Yes gi Yes gi 
South Carolina Yes 2 
South Dakota Yes 2 Yes | Yes 1 Yes 1 
Tennessee = Yes we Yes eo 
Texas Yes 1 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Trust Texritory of the 
Pacific Yes 2 Yo 2 
Utah Yes a Yes 2 Yoo 4 Yes 4 
Vermont Vow 3 Yo 3 Yo 7 
Virgin Islands Yes 2 Yo 2 Yes 2 
Virginia Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Washington Yes 1,6 Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 5 
West Virginia Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
Wisconsin Ye 2 Yes 2 Ya 2 
Wyoming Yes 2 Yes 2 Yes 2 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 10 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 10. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: The in the coolumns the estimated of 4 
figures ay Aye pat tn States Approximately 43,000 custodial fingerprints were received in 1993 
where a requirement exists to fingerprint incarcerated individuals °No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 


information is neither mandated by « State legal requirement Cum fp 0 lage sepioemens to cake Lngueeios; te Departmen of 


— ®8Fingerpnns for felons onl 

—_ are required y. 
NA Not applicable. SOaly shee ep-lige dn ousid ost be matched were flngerpeat 
iit Singerprint cards are recived from Correcticn ie errserral hinery ‘Fingerprints are submited if they have not been taken previously by an 
database. arresting agency. 
br here are no local jails in Delaware. JNo fingerprint system is maintained currently. 

— The Department of Corrections has eliminated local jail 
eros esonely entre cones dau io pi) caaicaton of mates 
ta 
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Table 1¢: Fingerprinting of incarcerated offenders and lakage to records maintained by State criminal history repository, 1993 
Repository uses 
Law requires fingerprinting fingerprints to make 
of edmitied prisoners and Percent of admitted prisoners for positive 
sending fingerprints to reposilacy whom repository receives fingerpnois idenuficauion and to 
link correctional data 
Sute State prisons Local jails State prisons Local jails with proper records 
Yos 100% Yos 
Alaska" 
Amenican Samoa 
Arizona Yo Yo sa0 a 
Arkansas Yo Yo 100 60% Yos 
California Yo Yo 99% oes Yo 
Colorado Yo Yos 70 99% Yes 
Connecticut 
Delaware Yes na? 100 Yos 
District of Columbia Yo Yo Yo 
Florida Yes S 
Georgia Yes é Yes 
Guam NA NA NA NA NA 
Hawaii 
Idaho Yes 100% Yo 
Illinois Yes Yos 100% Yes 
Indiana Yes Yes 86 58% Yo 
lowa Yes Yo 99 ane Yos 
Kansas 100 100 Yes 
Kentucky Yes Yes 85 60 Yes 
Louisiana 100 Yes 
Maine of 5% Yes 
Maryland Yos 100 Yes 
Massachusetts Yes Yes 100 50 Yes 
Michigan Yes 100 Yes 
Minnesota Yes Yes 100% 0% Ye 
Mississippi Yes 100 
i Yes 100 Yes 
Montana Yes8 100 a Yea 
Nebraska Yes Yes 95 ee Yes 
Nevada 100% 
New Hampshire 100 Yes 
New Jersey Yes Yes 100 80% Yes 
New Mexico Yes Yes ; ees Yes 
New York Yes <sh Yes 
North Carolina Yes Yes 100% 100% Yes 
North Dakota Yes Yes 100 25 Yes 
Ohio Yeo 100 Yes 
Oklahoma 100 Yes 
Oregon 100 Yes 
Pennsylvania 95% Yes 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina Yes 99 98% Yes 
South Dakota Yes Yes 100 95 Yos 
Tennessee Ven Yes 100% Yes 
Texas Yes 100 Yes 
Trust Territory of the 
NA NA NA NA NA 
Utah Yes 100 Yes 
Vermont Yes Yes 100 Yes 
Virgin Islands 
Virginia Yes Yes 85% 15%" Yes 
Washington Yes Yes 90 ‘ee Yes 
West Virginia Yes 
Wisconsin Yes Yes 68 Ya 
Wyoming Yes Yes 100 Yes 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 11 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 11. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: The figures in this table are from States in which there is 


s 
legal requirement that information must be reported to 
the repository. Percentages reported are the results of estimates. 
Percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number. Except for 

and Puerto Rico, for which corrected data were submitted, 
the data in the columns for 1989 are taken from Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, Criminal Justice | an P Survey of Criminal 
History Information Systems 1991), Table 11. Except for 


ee ee te ee, an 


No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 


The response for 1992 was an estimate; the 1993 response is based on 
the results of a baseline audit. 


Response is based on the results of « baseline audit. 
"The State receives information on admissions to but not 
pitt... 4, 


fhe percentage is estimated due to inability to determine all probation 
endest casigned ia 1993. 


Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 


bo 


Table 11: Probation and parole data in State criminal history repesitory, 1969, 1992 and 1993 


Probation _Pamie. 
State 1989 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 
Alabama 100% 100@ 
Alaska 
American Samos 
Arizona 0 0® 0 a 
Arkansas 10% 30 30 100% ” 90% 
California 85% . 100% ‘nies _ 
Colorado 0 <1% <10% 100 100% 100% 
Connecticut 
Delaware 100 100 100 100 100 100 
District of Columbia 0 0 0 100 0 
Florida 85% 85% yee 
Georgia 100 90/10%* bas 100 90/2%* nae 
Hawai ‘si 0® 
Idaho 0 0 0% 0 0 
Tlinois 50% oa 0% 50% a hae 
Indiana 75 60% _ 1 60% 16%° 
lowa 0 sos TT 0 <a 
Kansas o8 100 100 90 ane 100 
Kentucky 100 100 80 100 100 80 
Louisiana 98% 100% 100% 95% 100% 100% 
Maine 
Maryland 40 100 bad 40 100 aa 
Massachusetts 100 100 100 100 
Michigan 
Minnesota 99% 35% 18% 99% 35% 
Mississippi _ 0-10 ve sas 0-10 _ 
Missouri 100 50 50° 100 95 100% 
Montana 
Nebraska 50 45-50 100 98 
Nevada 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 40% 80% 90% 90% 80% 80% 
New Mexico 
New York 100 100 
North Carolina 100% 100% 100® 100% 
North Dakota 100 100% 100® 100 100 100 
Ohio 50 50 _ 95 95 eke 
Oklahoma 10 10 
Oregon 25 25 
Pennsylvania 90% a - 90% - ¥ 
Puerto Rico 16 48% 1% 2 ‘| 2% 
South Carolina 100 100% 98% 
South Dakota 80 80 80 98 95% 95 
Texas 50% 50% sof 100% 100% 100% 
Trust Territory of the 
Uteh 75 -_ 100 _ 
Vermont 10 15 50 60 
Virgin Islands 
Washington 100% 100% 100% 100% 
West Virginia 85% 90 as 90% 90 ann 
Wyoming 10 10 10 100 100 100 
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Ruplanatery Netes for Table 12 
The notes below expand on the deta in Table 12. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: Numbers and have bean rounded to the nearest 
whole number. of on T en 
fingerprint cards have been rounded to the nearest 

Not available. 
NA _ Not applicable. 


information to the repository 
Date is for 1991 

time is dus from 
“Processing a p plage etins ating budget cuts; 
SFigure number as of October 1, 1994. It is estimated 


This would include processing all archival arrests; for current 
backlog. 


iWithin 2-3 days, arrest data is entered into a temporary file and is 
available on-line. Within 14-20 days, it is moved to permanent status. 


JNo central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 


a 


Arrest fingerprint cards and arrest data are received and processed 
differently. In addition, there is a substantial difference in time and in 


the percent of total submittals between Honolulu and the other counties. 


‘Currently the State repository fingerprint cards to the FBI for 
one small agency. Since SapeaaE ¢ Ve nell pessentags 
) of all arrests in the State, the repository is able to process these 
within one day. This does ae tumaround time 


The cards are then placed in a for 
ae SF Decmaber 3 10e 
processing. 


ere ea ames 
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Table 12: Average number of days to process arrest data submitted to State criminal history repository and current status of backlog, 1993 


Percent of daily 
Number of arrests in State 

A number of days arresting represented by Number of 

number of days between receipt of fingerprints agencies arresting of unprocessed or Number of 

betwaen arrest reporting arrest agencies data pestially person-days 

and data by reporting by into criminal processed needed to 

arrest dats and =©Mastername Criminal history automated automated history fingerprint eliminate 
State fingerprints index database means means database exists cards backlog 
Alabama 10 5 5 No 
Alaska : 15 3-25 2 Yes 400 2 
American Samoa NA Yos “an dae 
Arizona 14 Me Me Yes 11,400 49 
Arkansas 7 110 110 Yes 9,000 180 
California 7-30 150° 150° Yos 262,000 10,858 
Colorado 8 2 15 Yes 40,0004 3,460° 
Connecticut 7-10 120 120 Yes 28,000 120 
Delaware 5 45 o-if 61 100% 8 60 
District of Columbia <1 1 <! 23 100 Yes" 30 
Florida 3-10 2-3! 2-3! No 
ong 4 3 m No 
Hawaii ‘ a ss 1 11% Yee™ 1,100 150 
Idaho 30 5 5 Ya 6,000 500 
Dlinois a _ “s 2 49% Yes 49,400" PT nd 
Indiana 7 14 14 Yos 11,000 870 
Iowa 10 1 5 Yos $00 7 
Kansas 10-30 90+ 90-180 Yos 50,000 400 
Kentucky 21 30 30 Yes 3,000 10 
Louisiana 30 1 1 Yos $0,000 - 
Maine 14 1 3 Yes 300 14 
Maryland 14 15 15 No 
Massachusetts 14 14 ise Yos 80,000 ‘ 
Michigan a4 10 10 Yes 4,500 10 
Minnesota 20 1 2 No 
Mississippi ais 180 180 Yes 
Missouri 23 2-3 2-3 No 
Montana 18 1 3 No 
Nebraska 14 16 16 No 
Nevada 10 2 2 No 43,000P 350 
New Hampshire 10 1 1 No 
New Jersey 14-21 1 1 No 
New Mexico 12 4 4 No 
New York <7 <7 <7 18 58% Yes 12,100 30 
North Carolina re 5 5 No 
North Dakota 7-10 0-1 0-1 No 
Ohio 12 6 6 Yes 2,500 4 
Oklahoma 14 <60 <60 Yos 12,500 30-45 
Oregon 14-90 14 14 Yes 9,000 140 
Pennsylvania ee 42 4a, Yes 18,500 451 
Puerto Rico has rr vas You Te an 
Rhode Island 30 15 15 No 
South Carolina 5 20 20 No 
South Dakota 5-10 1 1 No 
Tennessee ve cae re Yes 7,500 792 
Texas 10 10 10 No 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific? NA NA NA 
Utah 10 5 5 Yes 2,000 14 
Vermont er Tr < Yes 1,200 18 
Virgin Islands* NA NA NA 
Virginia 15 2-4 5-7 No 
Washington 18 14 29 Yes 11,700 80 
West Virginia as 10 10 Yes 3,000 60 
Wisconsin 29 3 86 tee 33,000 958° 
Wyoming 10 7-10 7-10 Yes $30 10 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 13 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 13. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


a Nes of unposesn ox pal process 
or y 
pF B-4 -f—. 
Not available. 


NA Not applicable. 
"Figure represents 61 counties. 


No requirement exists mandating the reporting of felony court 
to the repository. , 


“Figure represents the average number of days for 1992. 
4A felon Sea e ) eee Ss eaenaet ame & & 


State A ve Office of 

Sal on reporting is to be done via on-line reporting to the 
State crbainal histey history repository. Posting to the criminal history record 

is done monthly. 


fan automated update occurs every 24 hours. 

Data is entered promptly upon receipt from the courts. 

Nee cin sn span i il coy 
deeages tt tho Testo sopasitey \damtiion Grocgh cageing Gdinqoes 


prngwusn; oe vepechory dome nat runtive sean eons, er” 


nonkaag og: he entry. 


The information is placed into « holding fle 
retumed to the file if no fingerprint-supported 


KCourt data is reported by tape and inserted into the database. 


™ Generally information is received within 24 hours from the 
automated courts which account for most of the felony trial courts. 


"Information is entered immediately. 
Backlog consists of manual dispositions. 
PAll courts report through one system. 
WResponse applies to felonies only. 


Sg pal ae 


“Figure represents the percentage of the total dispositions received. 
‘The reporting by automated means is a test project. 
“The backlog also includes misdemeanor cases. 


*This figure does not include person-days needed for processing the 
new receipts. 
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Table 13: Average number of days to process disposition data submitted to State criminal history repositery and current status of backlog, 1993 


Average 
A number of days 
number of days between receipt Percent of cases 
of final felony disposed of in 

occurrence of court Sute Number of 

final felony disposition Number of represented by Backlog of unprocessed or § Number of 

court and entry of courts currently courts entering court partially person-days 

disposition data into reporting by reporting by data inte processed court needed to 

and receipt of criminal history sutomated automated criminal history § disposition eliminate 
Sute data database means means database forms backlog 
Alabama 5 61° 85% No 
Alaska $0 21 Yes 2,500 10-15 
American Samoa” NA NA 
Arizona as re Yes 24,300 77 
Arkansas 45 4 id 100 No 
California 30-90 <90 3 2% Yos 777,000 3,125 
Colorado® >90 15 8 60 
Connecticut 14-28 485, Yes 147,000 294 
Delaware i 1 $1 100 No 
District of Columbia Te No 
Florida T 18 60 100% No 
Georgia 45 10 35 5 Yes 12,500 30 
Guam NA NA 
Hawaii 14 1-14 11 77 Yes 118,900' 2,258 
Idaho 148° 1 5 Yes 13,000 630 
Diinois wae “a8 5 67% Yos 14,500 189 
Indiana 158 30 Yes 5,000 30 
lowa 20 7 Yes ae 7 
Kansas TT rr Yes $0,000 400 
Kentucky 120-190 10 Yes 4,000 7 
Louisiana eee , Yes 100,000 
Maine 10 1 No 
Maryland 14 o* 51 98% No 
Massachusetts 1 0 80 100 No 
Michigan 5 4l 37 Yes 3,200 11 
Minnesota 31 14 87 100% No 
Mississippi? NA NA 
Missouri 51 5-7 1! 100 No 
Montana TT can No 
Nebraska 90 160 Yes 1,200 40 
Nevada 30 ees Yes 25,000 200 
New Hampshire 7 1 No 
New Jezsey 30 30 60 90% Yo 65,000 365 
New Mexico 30 30 No 
New York <1™ <1" oe 75 Yes 20,000 145 
North Carolina <5 1 9 92% No 
North Dakota 30 1-5 No 
Ohio 21 4 ‘a5 “4 Yes 3,500 10 
Oklahoma 30 30 2 16 No 
Oregon 7 7 as 100 Yes 21,000° 730 
Pennsylvania es 3 560 65% Yes $2,800 199 
Puerto Rico 1-5 $-10 Yes 54,600 11 
Rhode Island 30 30 1P 10049 
South Carolina 30 15 37 75 Yes or 14 
South Dakota 30 14 No 
Tennessee” NA NA 
Texas 30 10° %6 80%* Yes 48,000 415 
Trust Testitory of the 
Pacific ist NA 
Utah 30-60 <1" 2 $1 No 
Vermont 10 7 Yes 2,500 20 
Virgin Islands 25 <1 ve 

i 90-120 3-4 2 <1" No 

Washington 10 18 1 acer Yes” 49,000 230 
West Virginia 540 Vea $0,000 400 
Wisconsin 56 126 Yes 114,000 831% 
Wyoming 30-60 3-5 Yes 350 10 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 14 


The notes below expand on the data in Table 14. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


we 
Not available. 

NA _ Not applicable. 

_Bitective February 1994, cnsrectional data is received from the 


Department of Corrections (DOC) every two weeks; it is unknown how 
often the DOC database is updated. 


>The entry delay is caused by « large backlog resulting from budget 
cuts. 

The delay is in submission of fingerprints; automated reports are 
current daily. 

dF gure refers to state-level releases. 

There are no local jails in Delaware. 


The correctional facilities enter their data into the database immediately; 
so the State repository has on-line access to the information. 
cards are received at the repository after the informati. ; is 
into the system. 


8The State repository and the Department of Corrections are working on 
& project to enter the corrections data into the repository electronically. 


bthe figure refers to the State Department of Corrections. 
iFigure reflects average days for 1992. 


iThe information is placed into the file jacket on the date received. The 
record is not updated until it is inquired upon. 


KThe figure refers to State facilities only. 
lhe number totals several hundred thousand. 


™The information is received immediately when entered on-line. If 
Gagupelats om mequented Ghen on en-liee deta catch cannes bo made, 
the time increases to approximately 21 days. 


niga supetnants enn cetp-lovel eqmney: lnsnl jis do ant spon en- 


Although there is no legal requirement requirement to submit the information, 
when i submited, the vege net er tbe information int the 
criminal history database is 30 days. 


PThe number of persan-days to eliminate the entire criminal hi 

record information backlog of information and ts from 
agencies is 792; the number of person-days to eliminate the corrections 
backlog alone is unknown. 


The first figure represents the number of days to process fingerprint 
information; the second figure represents the number of days to process 
disposition data. 
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Dahle 24 Acavege aumber of dage to proces cavvestionst edatasten date eutanttted to Siete erteninal tery eepasttary end eurvens dates of 


Percent of 
Average admission/ 
number of status change/ 
days release 
between activity 
receipt of Number of occurring in Number of 
correctional correctional State Backlog of unprocessed or 
Average number of days between data and agencics represented by entering partially Number of 
admission of offender and receipt entry into currently agencies correctional person-days 
of data from: _ cruminal reporting by = reporting by = data into ‘ needed to 
history automated automated cnminal history supervision eliminate 
Sute State prisons Local jails database means means database reports backlog 
Alabama 5 NA®* $s 1 100% No 
Alaska* NA NA 
American Samoa* 
Arizona PY a ° 1 No 
Arkansas 14 14 30 Yes 
California 30 30 >200° Yes 188,000 7,863 
Colorado >90° 10 30 1 100% Yes 450 5 
Connecticut* 
Delaware «if Nae «if 19 100 No 
District of Columbia ses NA®* saa 1 oss No 
Georgia 10 NA®* 3 1h 100% No 
Guam* 
Hawaii oe as Tr Yes 8,500 161 
Idaho 33' NA* oe Ye as cas 
Mlinois oe No 
Indiana 32 7 ces Yes 
lowa 3 No 
Kansas 3-5 90+ Yes 1,000 100 
Kentucky 30 30 10 Yes 1,000 4 
Louisiana 90-100 NA* cae Yes 2,000 
Maine 10 NA* J No 
Maryland Kas TT se cas TT No 
Massachusetts 20 20 2 e 12% No 
Michigan 10 5 10 Yes 
Minnesota 23 23 2 10* 100% Yes l 600 
Mississippi rt Yes 
Missouri 3-5 No 
Montana* NA NA 
Nebraska 20 15 4 12 90 No 
Nevada 10 NA®* 10 No 
New Hampshire* 
New Jessey 14 14 30 ok 60% Yes 100 3 
New Mexico TT ; 4 No 
New York NA* 0o-21™ e 100 Yes 
North Carolina 15 5 5 No 
North Dakota 7 30 1-5 No 
Ohio 20 15 30 Yes 
Oklahoma b NA®* 2 No 
Oregon* NA NA 30° Yes 800 5 
Pennsylvania* NA NA Yes 700 2 
Puerto Rico NA NA NA 
Rhode Island NA NA NA 
South Carolina 5 5 20 No 
South Dakota 30 $-10 2-5 No 
Tennessee ee “wa re Yes 2,000 ..? 
Texas 3 NA* 2 No 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific 5 NA* 1 No 
Utah TT NA* 30 No 
Vermont®* NA NA 
Virgin Islands* NA NA 
Virginia 42-56 42-56 b 1 100% No 
Washington 30 (as l 1 oes No 
West Virginia 14 a 28 Yes 250 5 
Wisconsin 29 vr 86/1264 Yes we ; 
Wyoming 7-10 ees 10 Yes 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 15 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 15. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


— terion j 

. i ne Sseseremst ssa ss, 

. Sam © Ghaes Quy No J criminal hi oo ly. 

Contact electronically 

’ — IDelinquent disposition report monitoring began January 1, 1994. 

P on8 — P P ™New electronic 

8Disposition monitoring is conducted only for felonies. 7 pty y tt ee 

bDispositions provided repository after a request (usuall 

alate Ten ic Ulleeed Uy peivame thinane cothing alitiond _* _Daliagnens depeciiion sapest mnoninering is act curvently dene, bet 

—. » Ta hyd bay - ey 

‘The State criminal history repository is in the process of doing a 

Sta 

“follow-up” program by county. ee 2 ae, Ges & agaiiy & gue 
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Table 15: Procedures employed by State criminal history repository to encourage complete arres: and disposition reporting, 1993 


Lists of arrests with 

no dispositions 

generated to monitor 
State disposition reporting Field visits Form letters Telephone calls Other 
Alabama xs x x 
Alaska 
Amenican Samoa x x » x* 
Arizona x x 
Arkansas x x x 
California x x x x 
Colorado x x xX x 
Connecticut x x 
Delaware x x x x 
District of Columbia 
Florida . x! x x* 
Hawai x & x 
Idaho x 
Llinois _s x x xX 
Indiana x x x x> 
lowa x x xd 
Kansas x x & 
Kenwcky x* 
Louisiana™ 
Maine x x x x? 
Maryland x xX x xe 
Massachusetts x x 
Michigan x 
Missouri x x x> 
Montana x > x x 
Nebraska x - x xX 
Nevada 7 x x 
New Hampshire x x 
New Jesey x x x x> 
New Mexico xX x 
New York & xX x 
Noth Carolina x x x xf 
North Dakota x A x 
Ohio a xX x 
Oklahoma a x 
Oregon x x x X x? 
Pennsylvania x x x? 
Puerto Rico x x x 
Rhode Island x x 
South Carolina x x ye 
South Dakota x x x 
Tennessee x 
Texas as + x x 
Trost Tezritary of the 
Pacific 
Uuh x x x x x> 
Vermont os 
Virgin Islands x 
Virginia S a x a 
Washington x x ¥ x x>e 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin . 
Wyoming x xX x x 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 16 


The notes below expand on the data in lable 16. ihe explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Note Speigias em eabes Hes i eens Sih cane be williend The State repository uses « number that is 8 combination of the unique 


to link disposition information. Matching of 

information may be used to confirm that the link is being 
made. Also, if information of one type is may 
look to other types of information contained on the 


Criminal Justice Information System (CJIS) case number. 


individual tracking number and the date of arrest. 

8No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 
Date of birth. 

‘ORI number. 

JState identification (SID) number and agency case number and SID and 


arrest number. 


KThe State repository compares all data reported an the disposition form 
qumdaubddetumee - 


\Case number is optional. 
™No linking capability currently exists. 


nite 


a] 
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Table 16: Methods used to link dispesition ‘nformation to arrest/charge information on criminal histery recerd, 1993 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 17 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 17. The explanatory information wes provided by the respondent. 


The information remains suppressed until linkage can be made. 
I This figure is the reslt of « backlog; the normal percentage would be 


utomstec file 
Weve a WE ee ewe oe 


f, manual file is maintained. Information is kept in the subject's jacket 
When information is matched, it is added to the automated 


8No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. 
Maformation is placed into « pending file. 


bThe submitting agency is contacted. 
Jinformation is retumed to the submitting agency. 


“Custody information is ensered onto the rap ches, and the court name 


bThe unlinked court date are computerized for linking data 
wisn processed, the unlinked coun moords are ot sooenible to the 


™Dummy segments may be created only if fingerprints are on file. 
"Correctional information is not linked to arrest information. 
_Two atsempts exe made to link the diaposition: if no arrest fingeeprints 


PThis procedure is used if the submission includes fingerprints 
that cam be linked to en existing criminal criminal history. 


4No linking capability currently exists. 
* Court and correctional data must have fingerprints. 
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Pee Ee Eee 


Crates ‘dimmy’ segment 
Coun Enter information Estimated dispositions received which 

Arrost disposition | without linkage to —_ Enter no information 

assumed = assumed a ha without linkage __. 

from from From Number of of final Number of Percent of 

court correctional §§ Prom correctional From correctional final court court correctional! correctional 
State disposition date courts agencins courts agencies Other dispositions dispositions dispositions dispositions 
Alabama x x vy — <10% 
Alaske x ee ° ° 
American Samoa x* ies 
Arizona x x? ee 
Arkansas x* x* 2,000 42% 400 10 
California x x 327,000 sow? 108,000 100% 
Colorado x — 99 “ 1 
Connecticut x bea 5 7 
Delaware x 5 
District of Columbia bg bg bg bg 
Florida x ai 
Coongis 11,100 28% 
Hawaii x 
Idaho x x 
Ilinois xh Pr . ° 
Indians xi 30% 98% 
lowa x x! 5 . . 
Kansas x x x x rr 
Kentucky x 15 5 
Louisiana x xi 10% . . 
Maine x xk 70 
Maryland x x - We sai cas 
Massachusetts x bg bd 5,600 18% 
Michigan x x! 28,900 16 a _ 
Minnesota a ” re 
Mississippi va 
Missouri x 4h bg e 
Montana x nae +r 
D ~bragka & x x 4,000 22 2,300 18% 
Nevada x x) 4 <1% . . 
New Hampshire x x 15,500 60 e ° 
New Jersey x™ x™ x* x 20,000 10 1,000 5% 
New Mexico x x x) ae 
New York * * obs 
North Carolina x 2,400 41& a a 
North Dakota 10 10®@ 
Ohio X bd bd 
Oklahoma ” Te 
Oregon x 8-12 bd ° 
Pennsylvania xX x° 58,800 29% 
Puerto Rico & x ee ane 
Rhode Island xX sae isa 
South Carolina x x x 7 ° . 
South Dakota x x 5 1% 
Tennessee & x 
Texas xP 
Trust Territory of the 
Uuh x rT 38% 
Vermont a7 a4 ; 
Virgin Islands » 1% . . 
Virginia x x i” _ 
Washington » x x xt 1,900 2 
Went Virginia y . x) iF ve _ 
Wisconsin xX . 5,600 6 290 6% 
Wyoming Py . e e 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 18 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 18. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


identification numbers are embedded in every record ha control function exists on all criminal 
\Spemaes idemtifention are every to complete quality on history 
>Audit procedures are employed. ‘Computer reconciliation of computerized criminal history data is 
— ae performed with contributing agencies’ databases. “ 
c procedures 

_ —— iComputer comparison is made with the FBI computerized criminal 
4No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. hinory records. 

°K ey verification. KAU) data is dual entered. 

fEnsure compatible tracking numbers. lwo verifications are made of the fingerprint identification. 


m 
SMissing information is obtained from courts and arresting agencies via Data purge lists are returned to data entry operators for correction. 
telephone to ensure complete and accurate records. 
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Table 18: Strategies employed by State criminal history repository to ensure accuracy of dats in criminal history database, 1993 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 19 
below expand on the data in Table 19. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


? 
i 


Note: for Wisconsin for which corrected data was submitted, the k 
Except 4 bog a _A fosmal eudls wes net conducted: an agency was provided assistance 


Information Systems (March 1991), Table 18. data in the columns =}, 
iy iy ty b a fh Pay Sane oh — —— 
A Mrvey tory 0 A lems, m 

ovember 1993), Table 19. Random sa is conducted daily on incoming fingerprint card 

- ' ea ty | agencies are net leclened. 

Not available. 

Very limited. 
"Log is maintained for inquiries only. 
» A ‘wansenion log is maintained for ono your an ll ing iin 
All inquiries are logged; tes are limited to the last transaction. feppense, oe messa ‘orcement 
“ eae . - ‘ormation System ‘This cape SS Se S SS cae 

Random sample audits were scheduled to begin in February 1994, futire wih «ttl replacement ofthe Sat messages system. 
resources permitting. 


PExcept for modifications. 
FLogs are maintained for inquiries and responses only. 
®The expungement process, however, was audited for 1990-92. "Field staff works with agencies on data quality. 


fSince June 30, 1992, the Georgia Crime Information Center (GCIC) 1 
auditors have had to reduce the scope of their audits to satisfy National wand 


4Resources to conduct audits has been limited. 


agencies are on a four-year auditing cycle. Data quality is one 


Crime Information Center (NCIC) audit frequency requirements. component of the audit. 

,; “The first date represenis the last audit of disposition reporting; th 
€No central criminal history repository is maintained currently. Brad dy dt —y A tyt y pA g we 
hAudits were completed in conjunction with the baseline audit 

“The first date represents the time period for the audit of disposition 
campuses in Augen 1992. sapanings tho satan’ Gute apmnemes tee dane pased for to tod of 
‘Record transaction log only. ss ae 
JA court records are compared with arrest information , and any 
inouneisancen oo secived before onry on the mp chest If lems 
® ar a visit to 
yt ~-| particular departmen training 
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Table 19: Audit activities of State criminal history repositery, 1969, 1992 and 1993 


~ ae pee 


Transaction logs maintained to Random sample auujits of user 
provide audit trail of inquiries, agencies conducted to ensure data 
Period of time 

State 1 1992 1993 1989 1992 1993 Date of last audit covered by audit 
Alabama Yes Yes" Yes Ye Yes No 
Alaska You You Yeo” No No No 
Amarican Samos aoe aes No ase ane No 
Arizona Yo Yo Yo No No No 
Arkansas No Yo You No Yes No 
California Yeo Yes Ye Yo Yo No 
Colorado Yes Yo Ye Yo Yo Yes° Feb 1994 1 year 
Connecticut Yes You Yes Yes Ye Yeu, 
Delaware Yes Yoo Yos No Yo No 
District of Columbia Yo You Yo No You Yo Oa 1993 Jan-June . 93 
Florida Yos Ya Yoo No No No® 
core Yon Yo Yos Yo Yes No! 
Hawaii Yes Yes Yes No Yes! You Aug 1992 Jul 1991-Jan 1992 
Idaho Yes Yo Ye No No No 
Tlinois Yos You Yes No Yo Ves oes en 
Indiana Yes Yo Yo No No Ye 1993 1992 
Iowa Yes Yes Yes No No No 1994 last 3 years 
Kansas No Yes Yo Yes Yeo No 
Kentucky No Yo Yes No Yes No 
Louisiana Yes Yes No No No No 1993 1990-92 
Maine Yeo! Yeu! Yes! No No! No) 
Maryland Yes Yes Yo No Yo Yo 1992 1991 
Massachusetts Yos Yes You No No No 
Michigan Yes Yes Yes No No No 
Minnesota Yos Yes Yo No No Yes! Jan 1994 2 years 
Mississippi No No No No No No 
Missouri Yes Yes Yes You! No No 
Montana Yes Yos Yes Yes Yo Yo 1993 
Nebraska Yes Voa Yes No No No 
Nevada Yes Yos Yes No No No 
New Hampshire Yes Yes Yes No No No 
New Jersey No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes ongoing 1989 
New Mexico Ye Yes Vo No No No 
New York Yes Yos Yes Yes Yes Yes Aug 1990 Jan 1970-Sep 1988 
North Carolina Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yos ongoing 
North Dakota Yes Yes Vow Yom Y Yes 1990 1988-90 
Ohio Yes Yes Yes Yes Y Yes vr last 5 years 
Oklahoma No No Yos No No No 
Oregon Yos Yes No No Yos Mar 1994 1989-93 
Pennsylvania You Yor Yo Vos Yee™ Yes 
Puerto Rico Yes Yes re No No 
Rhode Island No No No No No No 
South Caroline Yes You Yes No No Yes” ces aa 
South Dakota Yes Yo Yes Yes Yes Yes May 1993 1988-92 
Tennessee Yes Yes° No No You Yes 
Texas Yes Yes? Yes? No No® No® 
Trust Territory of the 

an No —s% <a No 
Uuh Yes Yes Yes Ye Yes Yes 
Vermont Yo Yee Yes? No No Yes Jul 1993 1990 
Virgin Islands eee No No ee No No 
Virginia Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yos® ongoing last 4 years 
Washington Yes Yes Yes Yes Yos Yes Dec 1993 Jan 1991-Dec 1993 
West Virginia Yes Yos Yes No No No 
Wisconsin You vow You No No No 
Wyoming Yes ves ve No No vo Dec 93/Nov 1992' 1993/Sep 1993" 
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Explenatory Notes for Table 20 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 20. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


.»»  Notavailable. 8The State repository is in the process of strategy development. 
t Audit/audit functions/procedures 
} Automation conversian/redesi gn/enhancements _ Major design ofthe companied criminal istry eye in New Jey 
3 procedures/enhancements 
: Disposition/arrest rearting , - | | 
5 Fingerpeint canvernnon/enhancements The audit is currently under review for appropriate action. 
6 _Inter-agency/local agency interface ; 
7 Legislation Jin addition to this audit that determined the rate of missing felony 
8 Tech fenselévioey' peor Serie Se Sopen Seo yeae age Oe measures in which 
10 ae Scninal tana 7 ay tte oy 
’ to i 
11 Tonising saninasapliay end pesvedion mares of data by the State repository. All new rotords (40%) ers'een” 
12 Other 00 conteibuters via tenommundontions verification of the 
accuracy of the rap sheet. The unified i reports dispositions 
Sack © Se Sa eepeehann seater Ga a 
; —_ : are no outside agency has conducted 
"Electronic capture of criminal justice information at the local level si because ll fonde wee ic to becoming « full rian inthe 
. , — Interstate Identification Index and ‘nterfacing 
installation of improved imaging (photo) system aystem, both of which have synch oniaetion procedures guaremtecing high 
“intemal controls = 


K Regional hearings are being conducted on current system enhancements. 


bihe entire recordkeeping system is being organized, and « fingerprint 
. . f ° . . 
RA ee 


4No central criminal history repostory is currently maintained. 


m , _ 
fidentifyi “child abuse” inf : to the National Child Other changes as dictated by the Virginia Task Force workplan. 
Protection Act of 1993 


Page 54 + Data Tables Survey of Criminal History Information Systems, 1993 


5 


Table 26 Date quality audits of State criminal history repository, 1993 


State criminal 

history 

repontary 

database 

audited for Changes to Data quality 

mnprove dats eudits are planned 

within last 5 Dato of Period of tims Agency that quahty were made or scheduled for _Initistives are underway 
State years lest auda covered by sud = performed audit es « resuk of eudit nent 3 years to improve data qualityt 
Alaska 1993 1991-93 Other agancy 489,10 x 3,5,6,7,8,10 
American Samoa x 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
Arizona Jul 1992 1987-91 Other agency 89.11 x 2,3,5,6,11 
Arkansas x 1,2,4,5,6,8,10,11 
Califomia 2,3,4,6,8,9,10,11,12" 
Colorado 1993 paior 12 months Other agency 12,3,8 x 1,2,3,5,6,10,11 
Connecticut 2,3,4,5,6,10 
Delaware x Oct 1992 1986-92 Other agency 235 x 245,11 
District of Columbia x 1993 1989-93 Other agency 1,2.35,6,8,9,10,12° x 1,2,3,5,6,8,9 
Florida x 1,2,3,4,6,7,10,11 
Goorgip » Mar 1992 1980-91 Other agency 1,8,11,12 1,2,3,5,8,11 
Guam 
Hawaii x Aug 1992 Jul 1991-Jan 1992 Other agency 12,38 x 12,6 
Idaho x Mar 93 1988-92/1991-92° Other agency 89 2,3,6,7,10,11 
Illinois x Dec 1992 1992 Other agency 3,6,7,8,9,11 x 1,2,3,5,6,7,8,9,11 
Indiana x 1993 1992 Other agency 1,3,6,8,9,11 x 1,3,6,8,9,11 
lowa x 1991 1986-91 Other agency 1,2,3,45,6,7.8, 1,2,3.4,5,6,7,8,10,11,12£ 

10,11 
Kansas x 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
Kenucky xX Jan 1994 1976-94 Repository & x 2,3,45,8,9,10 
Louisiana x 1993 1990-92 Other agency 2,3,4,5,6,8,9,10,11 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,10,11 
Maine 9,11 
Maryland x Aug-Sep 1992-1991 Other agency 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 x 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
Massachusetts x Jun 1994 1993 Other agency 5,6,8,9,10 x 25,6,8,9,10,11 
Michigan x 1993 1991 Other agency 8&9 x 1,2,4,5,6,8,9 
Minnesota X Apr 1992 1990 Other agency 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,11 x 1,3,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
Missouri x 1993 1970-93 Repository 1,3,10,11 1,2,3,6,10,11 
Montana x 1993 cross-section Other agency 1,3,10 x 1,2,3,8,11 
Nebraska & Apr 1992 1986-91 Other agency 1,2,3,7,8,9,11 > 1,3,4,5,6,7,8,11 
Nevada x Jul-Dec 1993 1987-93 Other agency 8 1,2,3,4,6,7,11 
New Hampshire x 1,3,9 
New Jersey x Jan 1994 1993 Repository, other 5 X 1,2,3,6,11 
; agency 
New Mexico 2,4,8,9,11 
New York x Aug 1990 1985-87 Other agency 26 x 1,2,5,6,9,11 
North Carolina 3,45,68,9 
North Dakota x 1235.11 
Ohio xX last 5 years Repository 24 x 2,3,5,10,11 
Oklahoma . x 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
Oregon x Mar 1994 1989-93 Other agency : : 
Pennsylvania x Sep 1993 prior 12 months Other agency 3,11 * 3,45,6,7,8,9,11 
Puerto Rico x Sep 1993 1987-93 i x 1,2,5,6,7,8,9,11,12 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina : 3 
South Dakota Xj May 1993 1988-92 Repository 1,2,3,6,7,10,11 2,3.9,10,11 
Tonmesseo x Dec 1992 Jul 1991-Jun 1992 Other agency 
Texas 2,3,4,5.6,7.8,10, 
11,12 
Trust Territory of the 2.9,11,12! 
Pacific 
Utah Dec 1993 Jan 1992-Nov Other agency 3,5,6,8,10,11 235,11 
1993 

Vermont Jul 1993 1990 Other agency 5.89 2,3,4,5,6,8,9,10,11 
Virgin Islands arene 
Virginia x 7) 1991 Other agency 1,2,3,6,7,8,12™ x 1 
Washington x ongoing annually Repository 1,2,3,4,6,8,9,10,11 x 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
West Virginia x 12,49 
Wisconain x Jun 1993 1992 Other agency 48.9 1,2,3,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 
Wyoming 34,11 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 21A 
The notes below expend on the data in Table 21A. The explanatory information wes provided by the respondent. 


* Note: States in this table have been designated by the 1 Checks are conducted for assault weapons and for some handguns 
and Firearms, U.S. approved by the Handgua Review Board = 


Remain 00 Go eo ey sae Cee 1 Prior wn iasuing «license to purchase « handgun  criinal history econ 


90, 1993). 59 Federal Register 140, p. 37534 Quly 22, 1994). n8 Sey GS aee ~ Speen, Speen 
Numbers for fizearme checks have been rounded to the nearest 10. upon the purchaser's residency. ; _ " toy —— 


oe 1 Prior to the sale of the handgun, a criminal records check of the the sale Tegistration is forwarded to indexed in the State criminal 
potential purchaser is conducted using an iastant name check records repository. 


j 


2 Paior to the sale of the name check of the i k : : : : 
2 ons att potential ee 
ior to handgun, the potential purchaser must 
submit n application and fingerprints tothe appropriate tay Rave bem approved bu never purchased 
4 Prior to the sale of the handgun, the potential purchaser must o = 
eee aot ltawebibaan 
S Prior to the sale of the the potential purcheser must 
obtain a permit that is based upon a name search only. ® represent the checks canducted by the State repository; since the 
permit checks are performed by local law enforcement, there is no 
t é thangs aly way to measure all of the criminal history checks conducted for purchase of 
O Other firearms : 
° P . A p 
"Up to 24 hours is permitted if the instant check does not respond. qe ee eo 
> Instant check system did not begin until 1994. P Figure represents nome checks conducted for the purpose renewals only. 
© Except shotguns and antiques. @ Up to six months are permitted for the initial permit investigation. 
4 The waiting period applies to handguns only. _ Cleninas Ligory eeend chats exe cise exctucted fer tee pusthase of lang 
guns in New York City. 
© At least 30 days are required, but not more than 60 days. 
‘ * The sppemsts te weal sumer of int checks conducted for 
from an FBI to deny @ permit. This is due in part to the a 
ye fhe to, RE ; or, is utilized as 
a basis for retrieval of firearms those individuals prohibited fram * At least two days are required, but not more than five days. 
8 The purchaser is required to wait three days when purchasing « handgun 
and one day when purchasing a long gun. . . 
b All checks are conducted through the county sheriffs’ offices, so totals are 
not available a the State repository level. The State itory can 
determine the number of times that code "F (for firearme checks) 
was used. For 1993, the total was 9,579; however, a number of factors 
could skew the number, inchoding the use of another purpose code for a 
system to 1 inquines for “permits to carry” inquines 
tah —) 
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Types of — Dunbar of fier checks, 1993 __ 
firearms ; Name checks 
Sete Eligibility prectices** Writing period =: vegnlater'’; Approved Denied Approved Demed 
Califomia 2-Non-instant name check 1S A 635,690 6509 
Colorado 1-Instant name chock . H 
Connectiox 2-Non- instant name check 14 A 4.7” aw 
Delaware 1-Instant name check 0, ac 14,170 500 
Florida 1-b\stant name check 3 A 311,380 7S3Y 
180 pending 
Goam 3-Fingesprint check 30-60 A 3,650 4 
Hawaii 4-Peamit 14 5,000 of 7,730 197 
Idaho 1-Instant neme check 
Dinas 1-Instant name check and 1-38 A 202,780 1,160 
$-Permit (name-based) 
Indiana 2-Non- instant name check 7 H 123,150 9 
bwe 1-Instant name check and 3 H 
5-Permit (name-besed) 
Maryland 2-Non- instant name check 7 oe 35,000 ka] 
Massachusetts S-Permit (name-based), 
Michigan 5-Permit (name-besed)) * 108,020 3,200! 
Massoun 2-Non-instant name check ™ 
Nebraska $-Permt (name-based) 3,090 185/ 
510 pending ™ 
New Jersey 3- Fingerprint check and indefinite° A 24,730 900 28,120? 4 
$-Permit (name-based) 
New Yor 4-Pemit 1904 Ho' 29,670° 
Oregon 3 im check 15 H $0,850 A 
Temnesses $-Permit (uame-besed) 1S A 
Usah }-Instant name check 0 H 
Virgin Islands 2 and 3 - Other approvals A 150 ll 
. and 4 Permit 
1- Instant check A 211,140 1,739 
1-Instant name check 2s H 41,150 308 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 21B 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 21B. The explanatory information wes provided by the respondent. 
. eeethary he E>| in this table have been designated by the =" Procedures require thet privete commitments, as well as commitments to 
Bureau of T and Firearms, U.S. Treasury mental facilities. be included i check 
nent, as States that currently have laws that qualify as om = o& 
Bendy Handguns Venlaccs Provan hee (oun ec 10049, Specified juvenile offenses are also included in the check. 
November 30, 1993). Nee Seay VE @ SR Sey a. e ; _ . ; 
1994). been rounded Procedures also a determination that the potential purchaser is not 
nearest | a “clear and present to himself or others and thst the potential 
purchaser is not in the State of Illinass. 
ee N = Name check é 
F = Fingerpant check Courts are also checked for disposition information. 
© The statewide warrant database is also checked. 
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Table 21B: Data elements and databases used for presale record checks on potential firearm purchasers by States with “alternative”* systems, 1993 
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Explanatory Notes (or Table 22 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 22. The explanatory information wes provided by the respondent. 


° in ib wile hee oem by the Bureav - — ae “nonapprovals” is provided to other comi..al justice 
of Accel, and .S. Treasury as States ind & = 

currently have laws that wi 4 1+ 4 

Prevention Act : 


a of the B: Violence 
Law yt acd . 59 Federal Register 140, p. RR? Sere oceans a 
534 Quly 22, 1994 1994 
** Information was received from State-level . Additional © }- formation is provided 
soos neta, . Soa 
CLBO's) may not be included on purchasers wh © © because thear 
Not available. erfelony Tea revocations dus 
. joan 8 Figure includes potential purchasers who were ineligible because they 


were non-residents (3), under 21 (3), or because the firearms were stolen 
“Figure represents potential purchasers who were ineligible because they (144). 
were under age. 


. b The alternative system was not implemented until 1994. 
Colorado’ “ane + yy 4 until 1994. ae 
ofthe case and denials have ocurred it 8% ofthe canes were dishonorably discharged from the armed services (1), or because they 
attempted to exceed the lawful handgun limits (264). 
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Table 22: Purchasers determined to be ineligible (o yi has: ™:~»:we in “alteruative’® States, 1993 


Action taken by Stste repository 
Potential purchasers determined to | .. vatigible \eschasen detennined to be wealigiola®®* 
Provided 
information to 
Adjudicated Federal/ 
Unlawful =$ mental Stateflocal 
users or defective ox prosecution No action 
Disqualifying addictedto committed to Sougin or law taken by 
canvictions/ controlled mental Tegal issuance of enforcement State 
State Total indict. Fugitives substances institution aliens «© Other a warrant authoritiest Other = repository 
Califomis 6,509 5361 429 219° S,F 
Colorado 
Connecticut a1 Xx 
Delaware 468 32 Ss 
Florida 7,538 7,200 321 17 _ 
ee ” x 
tain! s° 
iinois 1,160 63 1,on7f 
Indiana 45 45 
Maryland 377 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 3,200 
Nebraska 185 185 S,F 
New Jersey aay 949 x 
New York 508 
264 1045 5 1 

Tocemes? x 
Ush* x 
Virgin Islands 11 6 4 1 : xX 
Virginia 1,739 ~—-:1,148/270 47 5 4 265' 
Wisconsin 308 08 x 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 23 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 23. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


* Note: States in this table have been designated by the => Additional potential purchasers may have been found asa 
Bureau of Alcohol Tebecco and Firearms, US, Treasury result of checking databases repository 
Ld Le LLY. ty dy, | S - ae She Se Se 
requirements Brady ioleace Prevention 
Law 103-159, November 30, 1993). 59 Federal Register |, Although Rhode Island doss operate in compliance with the Brady 
. fo & ae € OSes. aoe local P me 
lorcement conducts checks of crimina records. During ; 
** Information was received from ate ee etn Oral» total of 10,325 checks were conducted of which 201 potential 
(CLEO's) may not be included on this table. purchases were denied. 
d 
Local suthorities also are notified if the purchaser has « State 
7 F = Federal ot National Crime Information Canter (NCIC) warnest oustanding 
S = State/Local 
Saent © Background checks are not done currently. 
available. 


° Local law enforcement agencies conduct the checks; therefore, 
the information is not svailable at the State repository level. 


* "Brady checks” are processed by individual county and local law 
enforcement agencies. Legislation was that transferred the 
responsi to a Handgun Clearance to be established within 
the Arizona of Public Safety; implementation details were 
not available at the time the survey response was completed. 
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Table 23: Presale criminal history record checks by States subject to the Federal waking pertod®, February 28 - March 18, 1994 


Action taken by State repository 
regarding purchasers determined to be 
Number of 
criminal record 

Number of Number of background Provided 

cximinal record criminal record checks information 

background background resulting in to Federal/ 

checks checks resulting  epprovals to Number of State/local 

conducted for in denials to proceed with applications on No action 

purchase of purchase purchase of pending enforcement taken by 
State handguns handguns handguns processing euthoritiest State repository 
Alabama* x* 
Alaska 1,448 $1 1,394 3 xe 
American Samoa 0 0 0 x 
Arizona** x* 
Arkansas 950 7 631 310 x 
District of 
Columbia 30 4 
Georgia 9,213 as re oe x 
Kansas 1,628 71 1,557 0 8, F 
Kentucky 3,823 138 3,685 0 8, F 
Louisiana® xe 
Maine 1,554 10° 0 0 x 
Minnesota® x¢ 
Mississippi x 
Montana*® x¢ 
Nevada 2,416 29 2,387 0 8, F 
New Hampshire cee x 
New Mexico 1,272 26 1,246 0 s 
North Carolina 12,000 rT xe 
North Dakota 428 13 413 2 F 
Ohio 3,604 38 3,566 0 S 
Oklahoms* x 
Pennsylvania x 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode Island , F 
South Carolina 4,305 190 4,102 13 sé 
South Dakota* xe 
Texas 53,395 ian jas ee > od 
Trust Territory of 
the Pacific® 
Vermont 600 vas 18 eee F 
Washington® x* 
West Virginia cee 16 8 
Wyoming 1,050 33 1,013 4 xe 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 24 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 24. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


i 20 af 1588, o caste of Imatementing Ge 


Bray Hang V SS ee 
On 1994" ame nox Start-up costs have been 
rounded to the nearest $100. 


* Includes costs for personnel, equipment, facilities, training and 
cther cocts epeolllsd by sependeats. 


¢ Revenues generated from fees covers the costs of operating the 
program. 


.» Not available. 
* Programming costs. 


> No start-up costs were included because the program has been in place 
since before 1970, and no figures are available. 


i Dealers pay $100 snnually as an access feo to criminal history record 


1 Figw represents the So Goaes ty Ge Deane Rise Palins 
° represents expenditure for training and education of 
enffomnet fen regarding implantation of "Brady" bask tf 


f No system currently exists for conducting background checks. 
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Table 24: Cost of implementing and operating programs for presale ci iminal history record checks on potential firearm purchasers, 1993 


Gun check 

considered 

criminal 

justice (CJ) or 

Fees charged by Funding sources for 
tepository to conduct search _ justice activity = programs not supported 

Sute Start-up costs® Name Fingerprint (NCJ) by firearm search fees 
Alabama 
Alaska eee 
American Samoa eas CJ,NCJ 
Arizona $10,000° CJ 
Arkansas 9,400 $15 $15 NCJ State General Fund 
California $7,500,000 $144 CJ 
Colorado 105,700 12¢ Neither 
Connecticut eas CJ 
Delaware 120,000 CJ State General Fund 
District of Columbia eae 5 2.50 CJ Operating budget 
Florida $638,600 $8t CJ 
Hawaii © CJ City, county revenues 
Idaho 153,800 ° NCJ 
Illinois $249,499 $2¢ CJ 
Indiana hes CJ 
lowa CJ 
Kansas TT CJ 
Kentucky 193,000 
Maine $2,500 NCJ 
Maryland eee CJ State Police budget 
Massachusetts CJ 
Michigan CJ Other system user fees 
Minnesota CJ 
Mississippi 
Missouri CJ 
Montana 
Nebraska $3t CJ 
Nevada $123,000 $1S¢ NCJ 
New Hampshire ees CJ 
New Jersey 8t $12+ NCJ 
New Mexico CJ 
New York 50 NCJ 
North Carolina CJ 
North Dakota 
Ohio $15¢ NCJ 
Oklahoma a. 
Oregon $1,500,000 CJ 
Pennsylvania CJ 
Puerto Rico $504 
Rhode Island oT 
South Carolina $383,300 St CJ 
South Dakota 200° NCJ 
Tennessee $24 NC] 
Texas CJ 
Trust Territory of the 
Utsh $34,000 $St CJ 
Vermont V4 NCJ General Fund 
Virgin Islands vr $9 CJ General Fund 
Vi $343,700 2 CJ General Fund 
Washington oes CJ 
West Virginia 100,000+ CJ 
Wisconsin 270,900 st CJ 
Wyoming oe 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 25 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 25. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Not available. © Originating agency identification number. 
* In-state firearm dealers only. 4 Out-of-state firearm dealers only. 
> Currently the local police 


TER taf Fe ly 


© Soundex is not used for “Brady” checks. 


dealers f xo master name index is maintained currently. 
to receive ry tT - eaten bared on «fly 0 Reng oon =. ft +A Sd 
bases for disqualification would require legal ’clerification, 
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Table 25: Search methods used in conducting criminal history checks on potential firearm purchasers, 1993 


Sounder can = Suata law State law pexmits giving 

Minimum data elements required be used in giving conviction “sale epproval"/‘no sale" 
Sue to search master name index name search information to firearm dealer information to firearm dealer 
Alabama Name, sex, rece, DOB, SSN Yos No Yes" 
Alaska Namo You No No 
Arizona Name, DOB Yes No Yos 
Arkansas Name, sex, DOB Yes No Yes 
California Name, sex, DOB Yes No You 
Colorado Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No Yes* 
Connecticut Name, DOB Yes Yes" Yer 
Delaware Name, sex, race, DOB, dr. lic., SSN Yes No Yes 
District of Columbia Name, sex, race, DOB, SSN Yos Yes No 
Florida Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No Yes" 
Georgia Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No No 
Guam Name, DOB No ane *6 
Hawaii Name, sex, DOB, SSN You No No 
Idaho Name, DOB You No Yes* 
Illinois Name, DOB Yow wT Yes* 
Indiana Name, DOB Yes Yes* Yes* 
Iowa Name, DOB You No No 
Kansas Name, sex, DOB Yos Yes Yes 
Kentucky Name, sex, race, DOB, SSN Yes Yes Yoo 
Louisiana Name, sex, race, DOB Yes Yes Yes 
Maine Name, DOB You Yes No 
Maryland Name, sex, race, DOB Yos No Yes* 
Massachusetts Name, DOB Yes No No 
Michigan Name, sex, race, DOB Yes Yes Yes 
Minnesota Name, sex, DOB, password, ORI® , 

purpose code Yes No No 
Mississippi ene ase ase gee 
Missouri Name, DOB Yos No No 
Montana ee You Yeo Yes 
Nebraska Name, sex, race, DOB, SSN Yes No Yes 
Nevada Name, sex, DOB You Yor Vee 
New Hampshire Name, DOB Yes No No 
New Jersey Name, DOB, SSN Yes No No 
New Mexico Name, DOB Yes Yes Yes 
New York Name, sex, DOB, fingerprints Yes No No 
North Carolina Name, sex, race, DOB Yos No Yes! 
North Dakota Name, DOB Yes No No 
Ohio Name, DOB, SSN No® No No 
Oklahoma Name, sex, DOB Yos <¥s re 
Oregon Name, DOB Yes No No 
Pennsylvania Name, DOB No Yes You 
Puerto Rico Name, DOB, sex, rece, SSN, fingerprints Yes No No 
Rhode Island re Tr er ans 
South Carolina Name, DOB Yes No Yes* 
South Dakota Name, sex, DOB Yes No No 
Tennessee Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No No 
Texas Name, sex, race, DOB Yes No No 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific nat Naf No No 
Utah Name, sex, DOB Yes No Yes 
Vermont Name, DOB Yes No Yes 
Virgin Islands Naf No Yes No 
Virgini Name, sex, race, DOB Yea No Yes 
Washington Name, DOB Yes Yes Yes 
West Virginia Name, DOB No No No 
Wisconsin Name, sex, race, DOB Yes Yes 1 se 
Wyoming Name, sex, DOB Yes No No 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 26 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 26. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 
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X = Goal has been achieved. 
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Table 26: U.S. Attorney General's estimated goals/timetables for criminal history record sharing in a national instant background check system, 1994 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 27 
The notes below expand on the data in Table 27. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: The information in this table was provided by the Criminal ® Florida is a © Se See File and submits 
Justice Information Services Division, FBI. Numbers have been » A indivi ee FBL The number 
rounded to the nearest 100. cabds aubsnited to the PBI, hesfore, is substantially les 


a a ee 
* Most dispositions are received by tape submissions. 


a af 1994; bubs tran  mosinn ta mening 
d@sposiuons by tape 
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Table 27: Flagerprint cards and dispositions received by the Federal Bureau of lavestigation, 3993 


Number of fingerprints received by the FBI 12993 Number of final 
Criminal justice Noncriminal received by the 

Sute purposes justice purposes FBI, 1993 
Total 4,192,500 413,800 2,770,200 
Alabama 61,300 2,600 62,800° 
Alaska 10,600 1,400 1,700 
Amencan Samoa 
Arizona 72,700 9,500 $9,600° 
Arkansas 21,700 2,500 70,400°* 
California 426,800 40,400 412,900 
Colorado 110,400 $,300 100 
Connecticut 31,600 10,500 8,600 
Delaware 12,000 2,100 15,400° 
District of Columbia 30,600 21,500 9,400 
Florida 206,900* 22,200 1,200 
Georgia 335,600 10,700 825 ,000* 
Guam 1,200 2,800 
Hawan 14,600 6,000 3,100 
Idaho 21,000 $,200 100 
Dlinois 303,100 9,300 13,400 
Indiana 32,300 4,000 11,400 
lowa 34,500 1,100 46,500 
Kansas 41,600 1,800 23,100 
Kentucky 30,900 1,000 10,100 
Louisiana 73,700 4,400 8,000 
Maine 3,800 200 1,100 
Maryland 136,000 9,200 4,300 
Massachusetts 16,300 2.200 700 
Michigan $7,200 16,400 300 
Minnesota 49,400 1,300 700 
Mississippi 20,200 4,500 4,800 
Missouri 67,200 $,300 96,300° 
Montana 13,600 400 168,300* 
Nebreske 11,000 900 1,000° 
Nevada 37,900 2,400 1,100 
New Hampshire 9,200 600 $,700 
New Jersey 112,900 32,000 400 
New Mexico 33,400 1,900 8,000 
New York $03,500 $4,200 232,900* 
North Carolina 70,100 8,000 100 
North Dakota 3,600 0 2,400 
Ohio 126,800 3,800 82,600* 
Oklahoma 29,100 2,600 9,000 
Oregon $6,000 14,400 83,300 
Pennsylvania 156,100 6,400 69,300 
Puerto Rico 4,500 0 
Rhode Island 7,800 300 3,400 
South Carolina 132,100 6.600 2,700 
South Dakota 15,000 300 116,100* 
Tennessec 60,800 $,.900 19,700 
Texas 276,100 27,700 61,500 
Trust Territory of the 
Pacific 
Utah 17,600 1,100 1,200 
Vermont 3,900 200 1,700 
Virgin Islands 1,100 0 

ini 108,900 3,200 64,100 
Washington 98,400 28,400 118,700* 
West Virginia 11,000 400 7,000 
Wisconsin 32,100 3,200 13,100 
Wyoming 7,100 $00 $,900° 
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Explanatory Notes for Table 28 
The notes below expend on the data in Table 28. The explanatory information was provided by the respondent. 


Note: The information in this table wes ided by the Criminal * State was rot a Il participem by December 31, 1993, but has since 
rounded to the nearest 100. Th. information is not applicable to States 

8 68 Se EES SS aS Gas, Sa ee 
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Index (III) participants maintained by the State criminal history repesitery and the 


Federal Bureau of Investigation, 1993 
I records indexed wi Percent of wtal records 
the State's identificanon I] rece. . maintained available 1 4: 
State (SID) poimers by the FBI for the State maintained by the Sute 
Total 12,449,700 3,891,700 
Alabama 
Alaska 11,800 $5,600 18% 
Amenican Samos 
Anzona 
Arkansas 
Califomia 2,124,300 607 ,800 78% 
Colorado 600 92,300 73 
Connecticut 91,100 97,400 43 
Delaware 1,000 47,700 46 
District of Columbia 
= See Lee ss 
Guam . . . 
Hawan 
Idaho 64,800 20,800 76 
Diinois 18,300 959,800 2% 
Indiana 
lows 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maine 
Maryland 
Massachusetts 
Michigan 503,600 42,300 92% 
Minnesota 156,400 19,600 5o% 
Missoun 182,200 133,600 58 
Montana 20,500 41,100 33 
Nebraska 
ag ; 3,500 181,500 2& 
New Jezsey 706,300 49,000 94 
New Mexico 
New York 1,672,700 64,300 96 
North 424,300 21,700 95% 
North Dakota* 
Ohio $04,200 76,000 87 
Oklahoma* 
Oregon 263,100 13,200 95 
Pennsylvania 467,200 243,900 66% 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode Island 
South Carolina 495,800 29,800 94 
South Dakots* 
Tennessee 
Texas 1,359,000 109,500 93% 
Trust Temitary of the 
Peafic 
Uuhb 14,200 123,100 10 
Vermont 
Virgin Islands 
Virginia 337,000 190,500 54 
Washi 31,800 357,800 a 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 31,200 12,500 71 
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Methodology 


This report is based upon the 
results from a survey conducted of 
the administrators of the State 
repositories in March 1994. A 
total of 56 jurisdictions were 
surveyed, including the 50 States, 
American Samoa, the District of 
Columbia, Guam, the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific 
(Republic of Palau) and the U.S. 
Virgin Islands. Responses were 
received from all 56 jurisdictions. 


survey was 
comprehensive data in 14 topical 
areas, as follows: 


* current quality and quantity of 
records in the criminal history 


* types and timeliness of 
information reported to the State 
Criminal history repositories by 
State and local correctional 
facilitics; 


level of probation/parole-related 
information in State criminal 


history databases; 


* extent to which the records in 
State criminal history databases 
contain fina) disposition 
information; 


¢ ability of the State repositories 
to link reported disposition data 
to arrest data in State criminal 
history record databases; 


* level of audit activity in the 
States and the strategies employed 
the State repositories to ensure 


* participation of the States in the 
Interstate Identification Index and 
the National Fingerprint File. 


In addition, the Federal Bureau of 
— ded 
information relating to the 
number of fingerprint cards and 
received by the FBI 
during 1993 and the number of 


States. Additional information 


Following the receipt of the 
responses, all data were 
automated. Extensive telephone 
follow-up was undertaken. 
Survey respondents were then 
requested to respond to particular 
questions relating to the current 
data compared to data from earlier 
surveys. Respondents were also 
permitted a final review of the 
data after it was placed in the 
tables that appear in this report. 


Numbers and percentages shown 
in the tables were rounded. In 
most cases, numbers were 
rounded to the nearest 100. 
Percentages were rounded to the 
nearest whole number. 


in the analyses of the tables, 
averages and totals were calculated 
using the mid-point of the range 
where ranges appear in the 
underlying data. In instances 
where the result is .5, when it 
followed an even number, the 
number was rounded down to the 
even number (e.g., 4.5 became 
4); in instances where the .5 
followed a odd number, the 
number was rounded up to the 
next even number (e.g., 1.5 
became 2). 


Data reported for 1983 and 1984 
were taken from Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, Technical Report: 
State Criminal Records 
Repositories (October 1985). As 
shown in the tables in this report, 
the numbers were rouided to the 
nearest 100. Data reported for 
1989 was taken from Bureau of 
Justice Statistics, Survey of 
Criminal History Information 
Systems (March 1991). Data 
reported for 1992 was taken from 
Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
Survey of Criminal History 
Information Systems, 1992 
(November 1993). 
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Bureau of Justice 
Statistics reports 


(Revised January 1995) 


Call toll-free 800-732-3277 to order BJS 
reports, to be added to one of the BJS 
mailing lists, or to speak to a reference 
specialist in statistics at the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics Clearinghouse, 

P.O. Box 179, Annapolis Junction, MD 
20701-0179; or fax orders to 410-792- 
4358. For drugs and crime data, call the 
Drugs & Crime Data Center & Clearing- 
house, 1600 Research Bivd., Rockville, 
MD 20850, toll-free 800-666-3332. 


BJS maintains these mailing lists: 
e Law enforcement reports 

e Federal statistics 

e Drugs and crime data 

e Justice expenditure and employment 
e Privacy and security of criminal histories 
and criminal justice information policy 
e BJS bulletins and special reports 

e State felony courts 

e Corrections 

e National Crime Victimization Survey 
e Sourcebook of Criminal Justice 
Statistics (annual) 


Single copies of reports are free; use title 
and NCJ number to order. Postage and 
handling are charged for bulk orders 
of single reports. For single copies of 
multiple tities, up to 10 titles are free; 
11-40 titles $10; more than 40, $20; 
libraries call for special rates. 


Public-use tapes, disks, and CD-ROM's 
of BUS deta sets and other criminai justice 
data are available from the National 
Archive of Criminal Justice Data (formerly 
CJAIN), P.O. Box 1248, Ann Arbor, Mi 
48106 (toll-free 800-999-0960). 


National Crime Victimization 
Survey 


Violence between intimates: 
violence, NCJ- 149259, 
11/94 

NCVS redesign: 

Press release, NCJ-151169, 10/94 
Fact sheet, NCJ-151170, 10/94 
Questions and answers, NCJ-151171, 10/94 
Technical background, NCJ-151172, 10/94 
Criminal victimization in the U.S.: 
1973-92 trends, NCJ- 147006, 8/94 
1992 (final), NCJ- 145125, 4/94 
Violent crime: Selected findings, 
NC J- 147486, 4/94 
crime victims: Selected findings, 
NC J- 147186, 3/94 
Violence against women, NCJ- 145325, 1/94 
from 20 years of surveying crime 
victims: 1273-92, NCJ-144525, 10/93 

Crime 2:04 older Americans information 
package, NCJ-+ 40091, 4/93, $15 

Crime victimization in city, suburben, 
and rural areas, NC J- 135943. 6/92 

School crime, NC J- 131645, 9/91 

Teenage victims, NC J- 128129. 5/91 

The Nation's two crime measures: Uniform 
Crime Reports & the NCS, NC J- 122705. 4/90 

Victimization and fear of crime: World 
perspectives, NCJ-92872. 1/85, $9.15 

The National Crime : Working papers, 
Vol. |, History, NCJ- 75374, 8/82 
Vol. t, Methodology, NC/-90307. 1/85 $9 90 


BJS crime data briefs 
Young bieck male victims, NCJ- 147004. 
12/94 
Violence and theft in the workpiece, 
NCJ- 148199, 7/94 
Child rape victims, 1992, NCJ-147001, 6/94 
Crime and neighborhoods, NC. -1 47005. 6/94 
Guns and crime: Handgun victimization, 
fiwearm setf-detense, and firear-n theft, 
NCJ-147003, 5/94 
Carjacking, NCJ- 147002. 3/94 
Costs of crime to victims, NCJ- 145865, 2/94 
BUS bulletins 
Criminal victimization 1992, tC J- 144776, 
11/93 
Crime and the Nation's households, 1992, 
NCJ- 143288, 9/93 


BJS special reports 
Black victims, NCJ- 122562, 4/90 
Hispanic victims, NCJ- 120507, 1/90 
Motor vehicie theft, NCJ- 109978, 3/88 
Robbery victims, NC J- 104638, 4/67 


Domestic 


Corrections 
BJS bulletins and special reports 
Capital punishment 1983, NCJ 150042, 
12/04 


Prisoners in 1983, NCJ- 147036, 6/04 

Women in prison, NCJ- 145321, 3/04 

HIV in U.S. prisons and jails, NCJ- 143292, 
9/93 


Drug enforcemem and treatment 
in prisons, 1990, NCJ- 134724, 7/92 
Violent State prisoners and their victims, 
NCJ.124133, 7/90 
Prison rule violators, NCJ- 120344, 12/69 
Recidiviem of released ir: 1983. 
NCJ- 116261, 4/69 
Drug use and crime: State prison inmate 
survey, 1986, NCJ-111940, 7/88 
Time served in prison and on parole, 1964, 
NCJ- 108544, 12/87 
Profile of State prison inmates, 1986, 
NCJ- 109926, 1/68 
in four countries, 
NCJ- 103967, 2/87 


Correctional populations in the U.S.: 
1992, NCJ- 146413, 1/95 
1991, NCJ- 142729, 8/93 

Prisoners at midyear 1994, NCJ-151168, 10/94 

Federal and State prison 

inmates, 1991, NCJ- 145864, 10/94 

Profile of inmates in the U.S. and in England 
anJ Wales, 1991, NCJ- 145863, 10/94 

National Corrections Reporting Program: 
1992, NCJ-145862, 10/94 
1991, NCJ- 145861, 2/94 

Survey of State prison inmates, 1991, 
NC J- 136949, 5/93 

Census of State and Federal correctional 
facilities, 1990, NC J- 137003, 6/92 

Prisons and prisoners in the United States, 
NC J- 137002, 4/92 

State and Federal instit utions, 1926-86: 
Race of prisoners admitted, NCJ- 125618, 

1 


6/9 
Historical statistics on prisoners, 
NCJ-111098, 6/88 


Census of jails and survey 
of jail inmates 


BJS bulletins and special reports 
Jail inmates, 1992, NC J- 143284, 8/93 
Drunk driving: 1989 Survey of inmates 
of Local Jails, NCJ- 134728, 9/92 
Women in jail, 1989, NCJ- 134732, 3/92 
Drugs and jail inmates, NCJ- 130826, 8/41 
Profile of jail inmates, 1969, 
NCJ- 129097, 4/91 
Population density ‘-: local jails. 1988, 
NCJ-122299 3/90 


Census of iocal jails, 1988: 
Suramary and methodology, vol. |, 
NCJ-127992, 3/91 
Data for individual jails in the Northeast, 
Midwest, South, West, vols. li-V, 
NCJ-130759- 130762, 9/91 
Census of loczs jails, 1983: Selected 
findings, vol. V, NCJ-112795, 11/88 


Probation and parole 


BJS bulietins and special reports 
Probation and 
1993 (press release). NCJ- 149730, 9/94 
1982, NCJ-146412, 9/94 


Juvenile corrections 


Children in custody: Census of public and 
privete juvenile detention, correctional, 
—_—— 1975-85, NCJ-114065, 


one youth in custody, 1987 (special 
report), NCJ- 113365, 9/88 


Expenditure and pean ane. 


Justice expenditure and 
1990 (BJS bulletin), NCJ- 135777, 9/92 
1988 (full report), NC J- 125619, 8/91 
Justice variable data, 1990: 
Anti-drug abuse formule grants (BJS 
technical report), NCJ- 133018, 3/92 


Drugs and crime 


State drug resources: 1994 national 
directory, NCJ- 147706, 10/04 
Drugs and crime facts, 1983, NC J- 146246, 8/94 
Drugs, crime, and the justice system: 

A national report, NCJ- 133652, 5/93 

Technical appendix, NC J- 139578, 6/93 
ary hy np hy dy 

drug and aicoho!l abuse, 
NCJ- 130582. 6/93 


Courts 


BJS bulletins 

Pretrial release of felony defendants 
1902, NCJ-148816, 11/94 

Felony sentences in State courts 
1902, NCJ- 151167, 1/05 
1990, NCJ- 140186, 3/93 

in State courts 

1002, NCJ- 145319, 12/93 
1990, NCJ- 134500, 3/92 

Criminal defense for the poor, 1986. 
NCJ-112919, 9/88 


BJS special reports 
Felony sentences in the United States, 
NCJ- 149077, 10/04 
Murder in families, NCJ- 143498, 7/04 
Murder in large urban counties, 1988, 
NCJ- 140614, 3/93 
Recidiviem of felons on probation, 
1986-89, NCJ- 134177, 2/92 
Felony case processing in State courts, 
1986, NCJ-121753, 2/90 
Felony defendants in large urban counties: 
National Pretrial Reporting Program 
1992, NCJ- 148826, 11/94 
1990, NCJ- 141872, 5/93 
National Judicial Reporting Program 
1990, NCJ- 145323, 12/93 
1988, NCJ- 135945, 1/93 
Felons sentenced to probation in State 
courts, 1986, NCJ-124944, 11/90 
Felony defendants in large urban courdies, 
1988, NCJ- 122385, 4/90 
Felony laws of 50 States and the NMisirict of 
Columbia, 1986, NCJ- 105066, 2/88, $14.60 
State court model statistical dictionary: 
it, NCJ-98326, 9/85 
1st edition, NC J-62320, 9/80, $10.60 


Criminal history records 


Survey of criminal history information 
systems, 1993, NCJ- 148951, 1/95 
Nationai Criminal History improvement 
Program a:nouncement, NCJ-151173, 12/94 
Use and management of cziminal history 
record information: A comprehensive 
repost, NCJ-143501, 11/93 
Repert of the National Task Force on 
Criminai History Record Disposition 
Reporting, NCJ- 135836, 6/92 
Attorney General's program for improving 
the Nation's criminal nistory records 
BJS implementation status report, 
NCJ- 134722, 3/92 
identifying felons who attempt to 
purchase firearms, NCJ-144393, 10/89 
identifying persons, other than felons, 
who attempt to purchase firearms, 
NCJ- 123050, 3/90, $9.90 
Assessing compieteness and accuracy 
of criminal history record information: 
Audit guide, NCJ- 133651, 2/92 
Forensic DNA analysis: issues, 
NCJ- 128567, 6/91 
Statutes requiring use of criminal history 
record information, NCJ- 129896, 6/91 
Original records of entry, NCJ- 125626, 1/91 
Strategies for improving data quality, 
NCJ- 115339, 5/89 
Public access to criminal history record 
information, NCJ-111458, 11/88 
Juvenile records and 
systems, NCJ-112815, 11/88 


NCJ- 104342, 4/87 
Criminal justice “hot” files, NCJ- 101050. 
12/86 
Expert witness manual, NCJ-77927, 9/81. 
$11.50 


BJS/SEARCH conference proceedings: 
National conference on criminal history 
record information: Brady and beyond, 
NC J- 151263, 1/95 
National conference on criminal justice 
bulletin board systems, NC J- 145327. 


2/94 
National conference on i the 
quality of criminal history information, 
NC J- 133532, 2/92 
Criminal justice in the 1990's: The future 
of information 
NCJ- 121697, 5/90, $7.70 
Juvenile «nd adult records: One system, 
one rec rd? NCJ- 114947, 1/90 
Open vs. confidential 
NCJ-119560, 1/88, $7.70 
Compe «of State privacy ¢ od security 
legle sion: 
1904 overview, NC J-151262, 1/95 
1994 full report (1 SO00pp, microfiche $2, 
hard copy, NCJ- 151623, $184), 1/95 


Law Enforcement 
and Administrative 


LEMAS, 1990: Data for individual agencies 
with 100 or more officers, NCJ- 134436, 9/92 


BUS bulletins and special reports 
Federal law officers, 1993, 
NCJ- 161166, 1/95 


Sherifts' departments, 1990, NCJ- 133283. 
2/02 


Police departments in iarge cities, 1967, 
NCJ-119220, 6/69 

Profile of State ani local law enforcement 
agencies, 1967, NCJ- 113949, 3/69 


Federal justice statistics 


Federal drug case processing, 1986-91, with 
pretiminary data for 1992, NCJ- 144392, 3/94 


with 

NCJ- 144526, 11/93 
im of Federal justice statistics: 

1990, NCJ- 143499, 9/93 


Federal offenses and offenders 


BJS bulletins and special reports 

Pretrial release of Federal felony 
defendants, 1990, NCJ-145322, 2/94 

Prosecuting crimina! enterprises, 
NCJ- 142524, 11/93 

Federal semencing in transition, 1986-90, 
NC J- 134727, 6/92 

immigration offenses, NCJ-124546, 8/90 


General 


BJS bulletiris and special reports 
Tracking offenders, 1990, NCJ-148200, 7/94 
BJS telephone contacts, ‘94, NCJ- 143707, 
11/93 


BJS discussion papers. 

Sentencing in the Federal courts: Does 
race matter? The transition to 
sentencing guidelines. 1986-90 

Summary, NCJ-145332, 12/93 
Full report, NCJ 145328, 12/93, $5 

Performance measures for the criminal 
justice system: Papers from the BJS- 
Princeton Project, NCJ- 143505, 10/93 

Local prosecution of organized crime: 
Use of State RICO statutes, NCJ-143502. 
10/93 

Felony sentencing and jail characteristics, 
NCJ- 142523, 6/93 


Sourcebook of criminal justice statistics, 
1993, NCJ-148211, 9/94, $6 
1992, NCJ- 143496, 9/93, $6 


Proceedings of a BUS/JRSA conference, 
NCJ- 145318, 8/94 
BJS FY 1994 program pian, NCJ- 148138, 6/94 
Firearms and crimes of violence: Selected 


analysis: Tecoma, Wash., and New 
Bedford, Mass., NCJ- 145860. 6/94 
Using NIBRS data to violent crime 
(Technical Report), NCJ- 144785, 11/93 
of automated criminal justice 


Bibliography, TBO30013, 5/90. $17 50 
Publications of BJS, 1971-84: 

Microfiche library, PRO30012. 10/86. $203 

Bibliography, 16030012, 10/86, $17 50 
Report to the Nation on crime and justice: 

Second edition, NCJ- 105506, 6/68 

Technical appendix, NCJ-112011. 8/88, $8. 40 
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Please put me on the mailing lie* for: 


(] Current BJS Publications Catalog 


() Law enforcement reporis — 
National data on State and local 
police and sheriffs' departments: 
operations, equipment, personnel, 
salaries, spending, policies, and 
programs 

|_| Federal statistics — Federal case 
processing: investigation through 
prosecution, adjudication, sentencing, 
incarceration 


(| Drugs and crime — Sentencing and 
time served by drug offenders, drug 
use at time of crime by jail inmates 
and State prisoners, and other quality 
data on drugs, crime, and law 
enforcement 


To ve added to any BJS mailing 


_) Justice expenditures and employ- 
ment — Spending and staffing by 
Federal/State/local governments and 
by function (police, courts, correc- 
tions, etc.) 


|] Privacy and security of criminal 
history information and informa 
tion policy — New State legislation; 
maintaining and releasing intelligence 
and investigative records; data quality 


|| BJS bulletins & special reports — 
Timely reports of the most current 
justice data 


( | State felony courts — Defendant 
demographics and criminal history; 
pretrial release, prosecution, adjudi- 
cation, and sentencing; State felony 
laws; indigent defense 


_] Corrections reports — Results of 
sample surveys and censuses of jails, 
prisons, parole, probation, and other 
corrections data 


LJ National Crime Victimization 
Survey reports — The only ongoing 
national survey of crime victims 

L] Sourcebook of Criminal Justice 
Statistics (annual) — Broad-based 
data from 150+ sources (400+ tables, 
100+ figures, subject index, anno 
tated bibliography, addresses of 
sources) 


(J Send me a signup form for the 
NiJ Catalog (free 6 times a year), 
which abstracts both private and 
government criminal justice publica- 
tions and lists upcoming conferences 
and training sessions in the field. 
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below. 
You will receive an annual Street or box: 
renewal card. If you do not ; 
return it, we must drop you Oly, State, Em": 
from the mailing list. Daytime voice phone: ( ) Fax no: ( ) 

INTERNET address: 
To order copies of recent 
BUS reports, attach a list | am interested in receiving BUS reports electronically: ___—=_—iyes no 
of titles and NCJ order | am interested in receiving BJS reports on CD-ROM: yes no 
numbers. ee ey 

Criminal justice interest: 
Title and organization if home 
address is used above 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Washington, D.C. 20531 Place 
first-class 
stamp 
here 


Want on-line access to 


The Automated Index of 
Criminal Justice Information Systems? 


Then call the SEARCH-BBS! 


What is the SEARCH-BBS? 
The SEARCH-BBS is an 
electronic builetin board 
system available free to 
Ch. ninal justice profession 
als nationwide «Its a 
national forum and 
communications network 


that q.ves you access to on- 


ine de'labases, an events 
calendar downloadable 
software 


justice publications 


ndispensable 
electronic mail message 
areas, and the Internet « 
The SEARCH-BBS is a 
service of SEARCH, The 
National Consortium for 
Justice Iintormatn and 

s funded t y 
the Bureau of Justice 
Statisti ‘ 
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Department 


916/292-4640 


On-line Access to the 
Automated Index 
Selecting hardware and 
software for your agency 
can be a complex and 
frustrating task * The 
SEARCH-BBS helps by 
providing On-wne access to 
tne Automated Index o! 


f 
Systems, a database 
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systems designed specif 
aly tor use Dy justice 
agencies « The Automated 
index database enabies 

yOu to quickly identify pub 
lomain anc commerscia 
software systems thal mee! 
necitic needs. and to 
dentify agencies with 
practical expenence with 
tnose systems * Agencies 


and vencors Can update [ne 


‘> 
Automated 


nformat on adout Meir 


ndex with 
(ganizations and software 
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Criminal Justice Information 


How to Reoch Us 

Any justice professional 
with a computer, a modem 
and a communications 
package can reach the 
SEARCH-BBS 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week * The 
SEARCH-BBS supports 
modems of 1200, 2400 
4800 and 9600 bits per 

32 and v 42 


compatible 


second (\ 


1 Set your system 
parameters to 

Jf & data bits 

J/ 1 stop bit 

/ Noparity 
2 Dial 916/392-4640 


$ Log on to the SEARCH- 


jer. 


The menu-driven system is 


easy to use. and first-twme 


ilers May register on-line 


For more information, call SEARCH at 916/392-2550 
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Questions about drugs 
and crime? 


Call 1-800-666-3332 


Drugs & Crime Data Center 
& Clearinghouse 

1600 Research Boulevard 
Rockville, MD 20850 


U.S. Department of Justice Official Business 


Office of Justice Programs Penalty for Private Use $300 BULK RATE 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 


Vashington, D.C. 20531 


To order this report 
or ask about other BJS 
crime and justice data: 


Call 1-800-732-3277 


Bureau of Justice Statistics 
Clearinghouse | 
Box 6000 

Rockville, MD 20850 


Or call the BUS section of the 
NCJRS electronic bulletin board | 
for the latest data releases: | 
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